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RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS^ REPORT. 



STATE OF IOWA. ) 

Board of Railroad Commissioners. ) 

To the Hbnoraile Leslie If. Shaw^ Governor of ths State of Iowa: 

In pursuance with the laws of this state, we herewith submit to you 
our twenty-third annual report. 

The work of the commission during the past year has been extended 
along the lines indicated in our previous reports, more particularly our 
twenty-second annual report. The increased railway mileage and the 
additional railway service furnished by the different railway systems 
within the state have, to a certain extent, increased the duties required 
of the railroad commissioners; these would include the permanent 
improvements made by the different railway companies. The change 
of grades, the reduction of curves and the construction of double 
tracks, have, in many instances, materially and substantially changed 
the conditions, and to a greater or less degree have caused contro- 
versy and dissensions between the public and the railway companies. 
The foregoing is essentially true with reference to many highway and 
farm crossings. 

HIGHWAY AND FARM CROSSINGS. 

It has been the object and purpose of the railway companies, among 
Other things, to strengthen and render more safe and substantial the 
roadbed and tracks throughout the state. In many instances the 
excavations and obstructions caused thereby have interfered with the 
view of approaching trains over highway crossings, and these new con- 
ditions are making the same more or less hazardous. 

With reference to the farm crossings, many wooden trestles and 
other structures that from an early day, in addition to acting as water- 
ways through the railway company's embankments, have been used as 
under farm crossings, are now being replaced with stone and other 
substantial construction, which, in many instances, has had the effect 
of destroying the under farm crossings. 
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It has been the uniform policy of thi» board to encourage under or 
overhead highway and private crossings, where the conditions were 
feasable and the expense thereof not unreasonable. 

While the supreme court of this state has held, in several cases, that 
a grade crossing is the rule within this state, yet we believe that the 
time is not far distant when such decisions may be modified. 

As we have said in our last report, private or public crossings at 
grade may have heretofore been reasonably safe, yet, where the con- 
ditions are so changed, that is, obstructions along the company's right 
of way which may interfere more or less with the view of approaching 
trains, the increased number of trains and the greater speed thereof, 
rendering such crossings more hazardous and dangerous to the lives 
of those using the highway, as well as the traveling public and the 
employes of the railway company, together with the increased number 
of such grade crossings, a different and more liberal and reasonable 
rule may be required in order that such crossings may be reasonably 
safe. 

CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR ADDITIONAL RIGHT OF WAY, ETC. 

The Twenty-Eighth General Assembly enacted a statute whereby 
it was intended to grant permission to the railways of this state to 
condemn additional ground for yards, additional or new right of way 
for constructing double tracks, reducing or straightening curves, 
changing grades, shortening or relocating portions of the line, for 
excavations, embankments, or .places for depositing waste earth, 
amending section 1998 of the code. 

In puruance of this amendment the board has been called upon to 
act, but such law has been called in question by the land owners and 
the proceedings of the railway company under the permission to con- 
demn, granted by the board, have been enjoined by the district court 
of Greene county, and this case is now pending in the supreme court 
of this state. 

PERMANENT IMPROVEMENTS. 

From the reports furnished the commission by the different lines 
of railway within the state it would appear from the gross earnings of 
the last year that it has been a profitable one to them. However, we 
gather from the same reports that the railways operating lines within 
the state are making valuable and substantial improvements of their 
properties by the construction of better station facilities, rolling stock, 
bettering their roadbeds and in some instances, the construction of 
double track. This should be encouraged and required in order that 
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the commodities of this state may be carried and handled in the 
quickest and most economical manner. 

For example, the report of one of the trunk lines of the state, and 
this is substantially true, comparatively speaking, of many of the other 
trunk lines, shows that for permanent and substantial improvements 
and betterment of its system within the state it has expended about 
one-half of its net revenues earned within the state. This does not 
include expenditures for the ordinary improvements and repairing of 
its railway. It is the opinion of the board that this will prove a great 
advantage and benefit to the interests of the people of Iowa. 

This subject was treated quite extensively in our former report, and 
we see no reason for changing our views as therein expressed. 

AUTOMATIC COUPLERS. 

It is the opinion of the board that all railway companies operating 
lines within the state have substantially, or as nearly as may be, com- 
plied with the law with reference to equipping their cars with automatic 
couplers. 

EXPRESS COMPANIES, JOINT RATES, STOPPING THROUGH TRAINS AT SMALL 

STATIONS, ELEVATOR SITES. 

The situation with reference to the subject of express companies, 
joint rates, stopping through trains at small towns, and contentions 
among shippers in regard to elevator sites are in about the same situa- 
tion as submitted in our former reports. 

INTERLOCKING SWITCH SYSTEMS. 

During the past year, upon many of the through lines within the 
state, interlocking switch systems have been constructed and adopted 
by the railways, and thus far have given reasonably good satisfaction. 
No serious accident has been reported to this board caused by the 
maintaining and establishing of interlocking switches. 

The following roads, at the places named, have adopted interlock- 
ing switch systems: 

Caraforth, crossing, C., R. I. & P. and C. & N. W. 

Grand Junction, ** C., R. I. & P. and C. & N. W. 

Libertyville, ** C, R. I. & P. and C, Ft. Madison & D. Moines. 

Fairfield, ** C. , R. I. & P. and C, B. & Q. 

Ottumwa, ** C, R. I. & P. and C, B. & Q. 

Ottumwa, " C, R. I. & P. and C, M. & St. Paul. 

Belknap, *' C, R. I. & P. and Wabash. 

Neola, ** C, R. I. & P. and C, M. & St. Paul. 

Seymour, ** C, R. I. & P. and C, M. & St. Paul. 
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Centerville, 

Davenport, 

Melbourne, 

Malvern , 

Ft. Madison, 

Hinton, 

Sabula, 

Cedar Falls, 

Independence, 

Iowa Falls, 

Herndon, 

Tama, 

Mclntire, 

Ackley, 

Ute, 

Marathon, 

Mason City, 

Lake Mills, 

Elberon, 

Albia, 

Mason City, 

Rockwell City, 

Reinbeck, 

Estherville, (No. 1) 

Estherville, (No. 2) 

Fonda, 

Arion, 

Dumont, 

Wheatland, 



C. , R. I. & P. and Keokuk & Western. 

C, R. I. & P. and Burl., C. Rapids & Northern. 

C. G. W, and Iowa Central. 

C. , B. & Q. and Omaha & St. Louis. 

Mississippi River by A. T. & S. F. (Drawbridge.) 

Dubuque & Sioux City and Sioux City & Northern . 

Mississippi River by C. , M. & St. P. (Drawbridge.) 

Illinois Central and B., C. R. & N. 

Illinois Central and B., C. R. & N. 

Illinois Central and B. , C. R. & N. 

C. , M. & St. Paul and Branch Line. 

C. & N.-W. andC, M. & St. Paul. 

C. G. W. and Winona & Western. 

Illinois Central and Iowa Central. 

C. &N.-W. and C, M. & St. Paul. 

C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. Paul. 

C. & N.-W. and Iowa Central. 

C. & N -W. and Minneapolis & St. Paul. 

C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. Paul. 

Wabash and C, B. & Q. 

C. & N.-W. and Mason City & Clear Lake. 

Illinois Central and C. , M. & St. Paul. 

C. &N.-W. andC. G. W. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis and B., C. R. & N. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis and B. , C. R. & N. 

Illinois Central and C. , M. & St. Paul. 

C. , M. & St. Paul, Illinois Central and C. & N.-W. 

C. & N.-W. andC. G. W. 

C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. Paul. 



ACCIDENTS TO PERSONS IN IOWA. 



It has been the policy and practice of the board, notwithstanding 
the fact that the legislature changed the law with reference to the 
investigation of accidents, to ascertain as nearly as possible the cause 
of accidents resulting in serious injury or loss of life within the state, 
and where it has been made to appear that the accident was caused by 
the imperfect physical condition of the railway or by the enforcement 
of unsafe or improper rules or regulations of the company, it has 
endeavored to have the cause of such accident removed. 



NATIONAL CONVENTION OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 

The board, with its secretary, attended the meeting of the National 
Railroad Commissioners association held in Milwaukee during the 
month of May, 1900, at which meeting many questions important in 
the management and supervision of railways were discussed by the 
commissioners from the different states and the interstate commission, 
and much information and good were realized therefrom. 
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WHAT CONSTITUTES STATE AND INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

The board has constantly before it and for its consideration and 
action, the question of what constitutes a state and an interstate ship- 
ment, and when, if at all an interstate shipment loses its character as 
such and becomes a state shipment. It has, in many instances, found 
more or less difficulty in reaching a satisfactory conclusion with refer- 
ence thereto. Many shipments originating in other states and ending 
in this state are re-billed and continued to other points within the state 
different from that to which they have been originally destined. It is 
over this class of cases that sometimes it is difficult to determine 
whether the interstate character of the shipment terminates before it 
reaches its final destination in the state. The general rule seems to be 
that if the place from which the passengers or the property are trans- 
ported are within the state and the places to which they are carried 
are also within the limits of the same state the commerce is domestic 
and not interstate commerce and that domestic commerce is subject 
to state control. If the place from which passengers and property are 
transported and the place to which they are carried are both within 
the territorial limits of the state and the carriage is continuous, then 
the transportation is intra state commerce, although in course of car- 
riage passengers or property may on the line of transportation pass 
beyond the borders of the state. To the rule that where both the 
place where the passengers and property are received and the place 
of destination are in the territorial limits of the same state the com- 
merce is intra state and subject to the state regulations, there is an 
exception, and that exception is this, if the carriage is over the high 
seas, although from place to place within the state, it is interstate 
commerce and cannot be regulated by the state. If the property has 
begun to move from one state to another then commerce between 
these states as to that property has commenced. The time and place 
of making transfer of articles of commerce from one interstate carrier 
to another cannot be regulated by a state. This does not, however, 
prevent a state from exercising reasonable police regulation with refer- 
ence to the shipment of the commodity and it may be generally 
asserted that where the character of the property and the shipment 
is unchanged or unbroken and not abandoned in transit and remains 
under the same control, it ordinarily retains the character of an inter- 
state shipment. The destination of an interstate shipment must be 
largely determined from the facts and conditions surrounding the 
shipment and the intent of the parties interested therein. 
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COMPARATIVE STATISTICS. 

We have continued in this report several comparative tables with 
reference to the operation of the railway companies within the state, 
showing, among other things, earnings, operating expenses, mileage, 
number of employes and salaries, equipment, number of cars equipped 
with automatic couplers and air brakes, accidents to passengers* 
employes and other persons, with the cause thereof as nearly as may 
be, for the past twenty-three years. 

While these tables have required much care and work in their prep- 
aration, yet we believe that the same will be of advantage and beneficial 
to the public generally, and any and all those who may be interested 
in the operation of railways within the state. 
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AUTOMATIC COUPLERS AND TRAIN BRAKES. 

Number of can equipped and number of employes and aecidenis to employes from 

coupling cars and falling from trains. 
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ORGANIZATION OF BOARD. 

On January 3, igoo, Edward A. Dawson, of Bremer county, having 
been re-elected railroad commissioner, qualified, and the board organ- 
ized by the election of Commissioner David J. Palmer, as chairman 
and Dwight N. Lewis as secretary for the ensuing year. C. F. Boylan 
was appointed clerk. Respectfully submitted, 

David J. Palmer. 
Edward A. Dawson. 
Attest: W, MowRV. 

Dwight N. Lewis, 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 3, igcxi. 
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DECISIONS OF COMMISSIONERS. 



No. 1869—1898. 

Corby Coa.l Company, Lehigh. 1 

V. > Rehearing. 

Crooked Creek Railroad & Coax, Co. ) 
Complaint filed November 4, 1897. 
Petition for rehearing filed by respondent May 4, 1898. 

decision of board on rehearing. 

This case has been fully reargued and submitted to the Board upon rehearing. 

There has been a change in the membership of the Board since the first hearing, 
and a majority of the Board are inclined to modify the decision reached at the first 
hearing, and have fixed as a reasonable charge for the switching of empty and loaded 
cars to and from the mines of the Corey Coal Company, two ($2.00) dollars per 
car. The $2.00 is intended to cover the total charge for the switching of empty 
car to, and loaded car from said mines. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, this 30th day of January, 1900. 



THE HUBBARD ACCIDENT ON CHICAGO & NORTH-WESTERN RY. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONERS. 

STATE OF IOWA, \ 
The Board of Railroad Commissioners. / 

No. 2095—1900. Des Moines, April 5, 1900. 

To Hon, Leslie M, SAaw, Governor of loxva: 

Sir — The Twenty-seventh General Assembly of the State of Iowa, by request, 
of Senator J. Wallace, passed the following concurrent resolution: 

Be it resolved by the Senate^ the House concurring. That the Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa are hereby requested to investigate a wreck which occurred on the Northern Iowa Division of the 
Chicago & North-Western railway at Hubbard, Hardin county. Iowa, February 17, 1898, in which wreck 
two employes of the road, an enipneer and a fireman lost their lives, and another employe was seri- 
ously injured, and report to the governor the results of their investigation. And also have their report 
printed in the Railway Commissioners' Report, provided that such report shall not be evidence, or 
referred to in any case or in any court. 

In accordance with the terms of such resolution, the Board appointed June 9, 
1899, at Hubbard, Iowa, for a hearing in the matter, the railway company being so 
notified, and Senator Wallace being furnished with blank subpoenas for service 
upon such persons as he might desire to have appear before the Board. 

On date named Commissioners Dawson,Palmer and Mowry were present at said 
town of Hubbard, and such witnesses as appeared before them were examined and 
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the Board made a personal inspection of the premises at or near which the accident 
occurred . 

The Board herewith submits as a part of this report complete transcript of the 
testimony taken at such hearing, together with an abstract of same. 

Prom the testimony submitted the Board finds that on February 17, 1898, about 
10:20 P.M., freight train No. 26 going east on the Northern Iowa Division of the 
Chicago & Northwestern railway collided with freight train No. 23, going west on 
said line, at or near the station of Hubbard; that each of said trains was being 
hauled by two engines; that the night was clear; that train No. 26 had the right 
to use the main line at this time; that train No. 23 had received orders to meet 
No. 26 at Hubbard, and was preparing to go in on the siding at the station of 
Hubbard as per rule 105 of the Chicago & North- Western book of rules, when the 
accident occurred; that the second car of the east bound train, being a car of 
gprain, by the force of the collision, telescoped the car immediately following the 
second engine, and crushed the cab and tender of said engine against the boiler 
head, thereby causing the death of the engineer and fireman who were on said 
second engine ; that the head breakman of said east bound train No . 26 was 
severely hurt, but that no others suffered any serious injury. 

The testimony accompanying, and made a part of, this report will disclose all 
the facts the commissioners have been able to obtain relative to this accident, and 
the cause of the death of the engineer and fireman who lost their lives in such 
accident. 

The board has left the matter open until this time, that additional testimony 
might be offered concerning the subject matter of this investigation , but believing 
that nothing can be gained by any further delay, the report is respectfully sub- 
mitted . 

The Board of Railroad Commissioners, by 

DwiGHT N. Lewis, Secretary. 



IN THE MATTER OF INVESTIGATION OF ACCIDENT AT 

HUBBARD, IOWA, 
ON CHICAGO & NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY, February 17, 1898. 



Hearing held June 9, 1899, 1 P. M. Present, Commissioners Dawson, Palmer, 
Mowry and Secretary Lewis; Hon Jas.Wallace; Attorney N.M.Hubbard and Super- 
intendent Hobbs, for the railway company. 

T. W. MCDONNELL, OF BLDORA, SWORN: 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

I have charge of two engines on the C. I. & D. railway and have been with 
that company seven years. I have been in the railroad business thirty years. 

Q . Were you employed on this line of railroad at the time of the accident at 
Hubbard? 

A. No sir, by the C. I. & D. 

Q . Have you ever had any experience in the operation of freight trains on the 
railroad? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what capacity? 
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A. As locomotive engineer. 

Q. Are you familiar with the circumstances or any of them at the time the 
Hubbard accident occured? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you remember about when it was? 

A. No, I cannot say as I do. 

Q. I will ask you if you ever had any experience in pulling freight trains with 
two or more engines attached called * 'double headers?'' 

A. No, sir, never but four times in my life. 

Q. What is, in your opinion, the result of operating two engines upon a freight 
train, whether it increases the hazard or danger, to employees in operating trains? 

A. It does to a certain extent, in my opinion. 

Q. You may state, in your own way, in what manner the increased hazard is 
caused, or produced by the operation of trains in that way. 

A. No, sir. By the leading engine dropping the rail and gfiving the hind crew 
no time or chance in jumping safely themselves. My four trips over the Chicago 
& North-Westem I was always put in the lead, but I have heard the boys tell 
about being in the * 'sweat-box'' that is, where they cannot look out for the 
number of cinders flying in their faces . 

Q. Are you speaking of the operation of trains where both engines are ahead 
of the train, or when one is in the rear? 

A. No, sir. Both ahead of the train. 

Q. Can you state any other cause or result that would be occasioned by the 
operation of the train in this way other than you have given us? 

A. No, I do not know as I could. 

Examination by J. Wallace. 

Q. In applying the air, do you think both engines can use the air on both 
engines? 

A. No, sir. They dould, but the back engine usually has got it. 

Q. Is it practical in using both engines? 

A. I do not think there would be any danger in that if the pump is capable. 

Q. Would it pump enough to control forty or fifty cars? 

A. Yes, sir, the new style pumps would enable the engine to control the train 
of cars. 

Q. What other railroad have you been connected with? 

A. I was with the Milwaukee and the Chicago Great Western. 

Q. Did the Milwaukee use double headers? 

A. No, sir, not in my day. 

Q. Would you consider the danger increased on bridges and road-beds on 
account of the weight in using double-headers? 

A. No, sir, not particularly on road-bed, of course a little more danger 
attached to bridges. 

Q . If you were requested to go out on a double header, what engine would you 
prefer? 

A. I would prefer the leading engine. 

Q. It is evident that they do not feel safe on the second engine? 

A. I cannot say as to that, they do not feel comfortable about it especially 
when cinders are flying. 

Q. You heard of the wreck at Hubbard? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. You heard of two men being killed, which engine were they on? 

A. They were killed on the second engine as I understand it. 

Q . About what report did you hear in regard to the causes which produced 
the death of the two men in the second engine? 

A. It seems as though this train had pulled in the station and pulled down 
there to side-track , they got down so far it was some time before they could get 
back. 

Q. I refer to cause of death of men on the second engine. 

A. The way I understand it the head men did not signal the back men that 
there was any danger ahead. 

Q. That was the reason the back men could not get out? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. If they could have had the warning the first men had, they would have had 
JL better opportunity for escaping? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You can't see very well from the second engine? 

A. Not very well. 

Q. Especially if cinders obstruct the view? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You never had any conversation with the engineer? 

A. I never had any conversation one way or the other. 

I do not know as I ever heard any complaints from anybody. We don't use 
•double headers. 

Q . Your experiences are as you have g^ven them ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your impression would be that it was good for men in the second engine? 

A. No, sir, it wouldn't. 

W. E. Cross sworn. , 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson . 

Q. What is your age , Mr. Cross? 

A. Thirty years. 

Q . What is your occupation ? 

A. I am blacksmithing a little at present. 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. At Giflford. 

Q. Have you had any experience in the operation of railway trains? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long? 

A. From October 16, 1892 until February 17, 1898. 

Q. In what capacity? 

A. Brakeman. 

Q. On what line? 

A. Chicago North -Western . 

Q . Are you familiar with the accident which occurred here at Hubbard about 
.a year ago on the North-Westem? 

A. I am with the one I was in. 

Q. You were in that accident? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About when did that accident occur? 

A. It must have been about 10:20 in the evening. 
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Q. In what capacity were you then working? 

A. Head breakman. 

Q. How many engines were attached to this train? 

A. Two. 

Q. Where was the train at the time the accident occured? 

A. I couldn't see. 

Q. Where were you at the time the accident occurred? 

A. On top of the train . 

Q. On the main line or side track? 

A. On the main line. 

Q. At what distance from station? 

A. I couldn't say as to that how far we were. 

Q. What came in contact with the train you were operating upon? 

A. I don't know only just what I heard. They said it was another train on 
this line of railroad qu main line. 

Q. Did one train collide with the other? 

A. I suppose they did. 

Q. Where was the train that you were connected with at the time you collided 
with the other train, so far as you are able to say? 

A. I couldn't see for the smoke. 

Q. What place were you upon the train? 

A. When I first got out on top I was on the fifth car if I remember right. 

Q. Where were you? 

A. On the head end of the second head car. 

Q. What were you doing? 

A. I was standing there. 

Q. Was the train moving? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. In what direction? 

A. Forward. 

Q. At what rate of speed, or about what rate? 

A. I couldn't say. 

Q. Was it moving slowly or rapidly? 

A. Quite fast? 

Q. About how many miles per hour? 

A. I couldn't see plain enough to tell. 

Q. Were you pulling in or out of the station? 

A. Coming in. 

Q. In approaching the train you collided with did you strike the rear end or 
did the other train strike you? 

A. We were running and we hit something. I was on twenty-.iix coming from 
the west, 

Q. W^hich way was the other train moving? 

A. Supposed to be going west, in the opposite direction. 

Q. Was it what you railroad people call a "head end" collision? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. What "was the other train, passenger or freight? 

A. Freight train. 

R. Do you know any thing about how fast that train was moving. 

A. No sir. 



18 TWENTY-THIRD AMNUAL REPORT OF THE 

Q. Did you know how many engines were on that train? 

A. No sir. 

Q. Did you know the engineer and fireman on the other train? 

A. Yes sir. Schoonover and Hardin. The firemen, I never heard who they 
were. 

Q. How near was the approaching train? 

A. 1 didn't discover it until the collision. 

Q. How many cars did you have upon your train? 

A. 1 couldn't say for sure, but I think forty- five, part loaded andjpart empty. 

Q. Do you know what they were loaded principally with? 

A. We had quite a number of cars loaded with grain, but I do^notlthink^we 
had any livestock. 

Q. What was the character of the engines used in drawing your train? 

A. One 16-inch and one 17-inch. 

Q. W^hat is the ordinary size of freight engines used on this line ofjrailroad? 

A. Seventeen-inch. 

Q. Was the second engine necessary to haul this train along this line of rail- 
road? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. How are the.se cars provided for concerning brakes; are they hand or air 
brakes? 

A. We had nineteen or twenty cars of air. 

Q. Do you know whether on your train the air was applied before the collision? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. Do you know what effect it had" on the train? 

A. It slowed it up some. 

Q. As much as the train would be slowed up ordinarily? 

A. Not so much. 

Q. W^hat was the occasion? 

A. I couldn't say. 

Q. Haven't you any knowledge or opinion on that question? 

A. They might not have had the full pressure of air. 

R. On applying air on trains of this kind which engine applies the air? 

A. The head engine. 

Q. Does the rear engine do any part in applying the air? 

A. No sir, not as a rule. 

Q. Your train, as you understand it, was just pulling into the station; it had 
not reached the station? 

A. No sir, 

Q. Had you received any order at this station? 

A. Not at this station. We had orders at Radcliffe to meet twenty-three here, 

Q. Had you pulled up to the station and passed the station? 

A. I couldn't see where we were. 

Q. Why couldn't you see at that time? 

A. On account of the smoke. 

Q. Did you hear the whistle sound in any way. 

A. One short blast of the whistle. 

Q. What did that mean? 

A . For brakes . 

Q. Were you attempting to set the brakes? 
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A. I set one brake. 

Q. While doing that did the collision occur? 

A. No sir. 

Q. How long after? 

A. About two seconds, as well as I can remember. 

y . Was there any loss of life occasioned by that accident? 

A. Two killed; Hollander and Osborn. 

Q. They were employed in what capacity? 

A. Engineer and fireman, in charge of engine 376 on No. 26. 

(J. Did you observ^e at the time of the accident whether on your^train the engine 

or cars were derailed? 

A. 1 couldn't say. 

Q, Didn't you notice that? 

A. No sir. 

Q. Were you injured in the wreck? 

A. Ye's sir. 

Q. About to what extent? 

A. Quite seriously, I think, 

Q. Were you unconscious? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. Were you carried from the wreck in that condition? 

A. 1 can't say how I got out. 

Q. Did you ever see these cars? 

A. No sir. 

Q. What is your present employment? 

A. Blacksmithing; what I can do. 

Q. Were you ever in the employment^of the company^ after this wreck? 

A. No sir. 

Q. Do you know whose fault it was that caused this collision or accident? 

A. No sir. 

Q. Have you ever had any experience in the operation of engines? 

A. No sir. 

Q. Are you able to say or give an opinion with reference to whether in pull- 
ing a freight train with a double header, it increases the hazard or risk in the 
operation of such engines? 

A. Yes, sir, I think it does. 

Q. In what respect? 

A. There are three men— engineer, fireman and head brakeman, that can't 
see ahead. 

Q. If you had had one engine that night and the engineer had called for 
brakes, what would have been the ordinary result in acting as head brakeman? 

A. I think I could have got off. 

Q. You could have seen the approaching train? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On account of the smoke, etc., you^were unable to see the approaching 
train ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether the appro aching^ train gave any alarm' 

A. I couldn't say; I didn't hear it. 
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Q. Did you know what the cause for the call for brakes was at the time the 
whistle was sounded? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever had any experience with the operation of freight trains with 
donble headers other than this? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? 

A. Northern Iowa. 

Q. How long did you have that experience? 

A. I don't know how long ago they began to use double headers. 

Q. What has been the result of your experience other than it has increased the 
hazard and danger to employees? 

A. I never got injured before in any way. 

Q. Can you tell the commission how long you have been assisting in the 
operation of trains where double-headers were used? 

A. I don't think it was quite a year. 

Q. Has your experience been upon the northern Iowa division? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell the commissioners in your own way the increased danger or 
hazard you believe exists in the operation of a double header upon freight trains? 

A. In the first place, if the air didn't happen to work and the train crew ex- 
pecting them to make the air brakes stop it, it doesn't give them time enough to 
atop the train with the hand brakes; in the second place, you can't see out of the 
second engine. 

Q. The fireman and engineer on that engine would be in more danger than 
if they were in the front or head engine? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The first reason you spoke of was that the second engine or additional en- 
gine, increases the hazard when the air fails to work? 

A. That happens quite often. 

Q. Would it be more liable to happen on a train handled by two engines than 
one? 

A. Yes, sir; in a sense; because there are more cars. 

Q. That would increase the liability? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know of any further reason? 

A. No, sir; I do not know as I do. 

Q. Do you know whether the comfort and convenience of the engineer is 
increased or decreased by riding in the second engine? 

A. Of course a man sitting in a room without windows— he wouldn't enjoy 
himself. 

Q. Isn't he in the same situation in looking ahead as though he was on the 
front engine? 

A. No, sir. 

y . That wouldn't have any effect on the additional hazard, and the only rea- 
son >ou have upon this account you have given the board? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know anything else that would be material or other information 
that would be material upon this case that you have'nt given? 

A. No, sir, I think not. 
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Q. Upon which engine were these men that were killed? 

A. The second engine. 

Q. What would be the result of seeing ahead where there was only one engine^ 
whether the head brakeman would be able to see any distance? 

A. He could unload if they couldn't stop. 

Q. Could the head brakeman do that on all occasions? 

A. No, sir. Not on all occasions. 

Q. What kind of a night was it this accident occured? 

A. The w^ind was blowing from the east but I don't think it was stormy, 

Q. Do you know whether it was a clear night or whether it was cloudy? 

A . Hazy . 

Q. Are you prepared to state now about what distance a train could be seeM 
that night? 

A. In switching cars at Radcliffe we had no trouble in seeing all over tbm 
yards, 

Q. What time did you leave Radcliffe? 

A. We left Radcliffe at 10:05. 

Q. How many brakeman were upon this train? 

A. Two. 

Q. Who was the other? 

A. Hodge was the name of the other. 

Q. What was the name of the engineer and fireman on the first engine? 

A. Cobb was the engineer and Keith was fireman. 

Examination by Hon. J. Wallace. 

Q. You have considerable experience? 

A. Some. 

Q. Had you braked in any other capacity except on head? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have been on behind? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were in the second engine upon that night? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were obeying orders? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About how. much would you estimate the volume of smoke or what do yoa 
think if the smoke had only belonged to one engine? 

A. I might have seen, I couldn't say. 

Q . Do you think a single engine has sufficient capacity of air to stop forty- 
five cars? 

A. It is owing to the capacity of the air, if there should be a l^ak in the train 
pumps it would be difficult. 

Q. If there had been sufficient pressure would it have been necessary for yon 
to have set the brakes? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. In your instructions to get out on the cars, what was your object. 

A. To set the brakes if the air didn't work. 

Q. So that you would consider the hazard as increased on account of the 
weight of the train to control with the air from a single engine? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. From your impression in regard to the safety in double headers as com- 
pared with a single engine, what would you say? 

A. That it is not near as safe; the train is larger and requires more work; it 
makes one feel uneasy all the time . 

Q. That was your experience? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In your association with the engineers and firemen what would you say 
their feelings were as they expressed them ? 

A. They would all prefer to have the head engine. 

Q. They did not have any choice in the matter? 

A. Yes, sir. 

A. The first man goes ahead and the heaviest engine goes behind. 

Q. You started that night to set the brakes? 

A. If they should need them. I rode on the hind engine, 

Q. What are your instructions as to the position you should occupy on double 
headers as to which engine you shall stay in? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. It is optional with you is it? 

A. Well, when one is in the head engine it would' nt be easy to get back. 

Q. Then you would be expected to stay in the second engine and you think 
the danger is increased by the smoke? 

A. Yes, «ir. 

Q. You heard the whistle for brakes, did you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After that you became unconscious? 

A. I was thrown in the air and 1 heard some one halloo, I could 'nt say who 
it was. 

Q. Was there any part of the car fell on you? 

A. I was hit but I could 'nt see. 

Q. What size cylinders do they use on this road? 

A. Sixteen and seven teen-inch. 

Q. Are there any larger cylinders in the use of the company? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What size are they? 

A. Nineteen-inch . 

Q. Have you ever known nineteen-inch to be double headed? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the given term of this engine? 

A. Hog. 

Q. You have known them to be hitched together? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you had any experience with them? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have vSeen them? 

A. Yes, sir; but not on this division. 

Examination by Judge Hubbard. 

Q. Did your train, 26,. have a right to the main line at that time? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that the other train you had collision with had no business on the main 
line at that time? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. It should have been on the side-track? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So it was'nt really a double header but the fact that 23 was on the main 
line? 

A. Twenty-three carried passengers and had to be on the main line. 

Q. It was to keep out of your way? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They did'nt do that? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Was*nt that the cause of the accident? 

A. It happened at that time. 

Q. You had the right to the main line and 23 did'nt? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. If 23 had'nt been there the accident would not have happened? 

A. No sir. 

Q. If you had had half the number of cars you could have stopped quicker? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. You don't think there is any danger of hauling 45 cars if no train runs 
into you? 

A. Yes I do. 

Q. Do you know that railroads haul many more cars than that? 

A. They do that almost all over. 

Q. One 19 inch engine would have hauled that train alone? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. We have these engines, have'nt we? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. It isn't regarded that forty-five cars is particularly dangerous, is it? 

A. The more cars the more danger. 

Q. . The number of cars didn't have any thing to do with this accident? 

A. No sir; unless the air didn't work. 

Q. Who ordered you out? 

A. I believe there is a rule requires that. 

Q. How long before the accident happened did you go out on the car? 

A. I think it was about a mile and a half, a mile any way. 

Q. From there you rode in? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. On top of the train? 

A. Yes sir. 

O. The smoke was coming back to you? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. You didn't see 23 until after the accident occurred? 

A. I didn't see anything at all. 

Q. When you were on top of the train you could have seen the headlight of 23 
if it hadn't been for the smoke? 

A. Yes, 1 think I could. 

Q. Supposing the wind had been in the south? 

A. I could have seen. 

Q. If it had been in the north? 

A. No, sir. The track curves to the right going into the town. 
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Q. So you came in your usual way into the station that night? 

A. We were when I got out. 

Q. Did you see any necessity for setting brakes until there was a call for 
brakes? 

A. No. 

Q. How fast were you going? 

A. The man on top can't see how fast we will run; we can't detect the change 
in speed. 

Q. When did you commence setting brakes? 

A. I commenced setting brakes when they called for brakes. 

Q. You were relying on the air? 

A. We slowed down some; 1 couldn't see how much. 

Q. Did you ride in the second engine? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. All the way from Radcliff until you were a mile or so from town? 

A. Yee. sir. I got onto the middle of the train and walked to the engine, so 
probable a mile out of town before I got to the engine. 

Q. Do you know what the man did on the first engine, before the collision? 

A. I heard that the engineer and fireman got off just before they struck; the 
fireman told me that. 

Examination by Hon. J. Wallace. 

Q. What was the engineer and fireman called who were killed? 

A. Hollender and Osborn. 

Q. Do you know whether they were obeying orders? 

A. They were obeying orders, I guess, so far as I know. 

Q. They were in their line of duty at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q, Which engine whistled for brakes? 

A. I don't know. 

Q. What train was you on? 

A. I was on train 26. 

Q. 26 was obeying orders as you understand it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. These men in the second engine were killed in carrying out the orders of th© 
company. 

A. Yes, sir; so far as I know. 

Q. You said you didn't know which engine signaled for brakes? 

A. No, sir; I couldn't say. 

Q. Hollander and Osborn were operating in the engine which you left? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

Q. Could you distinguish that it was one of the engines attached to your train 
that called for brakes? 

A. 1 couldn't say for sure that it was. 

Examination by Commissioner Mowr>'. 

^>. Is there more than one way to couple engines toj^ether? 
A. We couple them with pilot bar one way and the other by couplers. These 
engines were coupled by pilot bar. 
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Q. Which is the most dangerous? 
A. The pilot bar. 

Examination by Commissioner Datvson. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because they are smaller and will bend or break easier. 

Q. Is that the only increased danger? 

A. That is all I know of between the different couplers. 

Excused . 

D. F. WHLCH, sworn: 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

y. What has been your experience in railroading.'' 

A. I was on the track department for about twenty years. 

Q. How recently have you been employed by the railroad company? * 

A. About a year and a half ago. 

Q. What company did you work for? 

A. Chicago & Northwestern, at Eagle Grove. 

Q. Are you in its employ now? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What duties were required of you while working for the C. & N. W. ? 

A. Supervising the track work. 

Q. Did you ever have anything to do with the operating department of any 
railroad ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. In acting in the capacity of engineer, brakeman or fireman? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you any personal knowledge of the increased hazard, if any, in 
operating two engines upon one train ? 

A. No, I don't know as I know very much about that. It would be a little 
inconvenient to parties on the hind engine. 

Q . Do you know whether or not there would be increased hazard or danger to 
the employes on the train where two engines were operated instead of one? 

A. No, I don't know as I could give you knowledge of that. 

Q. Have you ever had any trouble with your tracks; did the rails ever spread? 

A. Sometimes; side tracks may be. 

Q. Ever on the main line. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Ever have any bridges go down? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Ycu have had side tracks spread? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have double headers that caused any trouble of that kind? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What size cylinder engine was it when side tracks spread? 

A. I don't know; common freight engine. 

Q. Did you ride on an engine at any time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Ever on a double header? 

A. No, sir, not any distance. 
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Q. In your experience with men who were operating trains, did they consider 
it more dangerous to life to ride on the hind engine than on the first? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did they express themselves in that way? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you consider it more dangerous from your experience? 

A. I would *nt care to be on either of them. 

Q. Your conversation with men showed that they preferred to go out on the 
second engine? 

A. There has been a good deal of complaint. They said they could'nt see on 
account of cinders; it has been the general conversation, that they did'nt like it, 
that they considered it dangerous. 

Examination by Judge Hubbard. 

Q. Were you road master? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much road did you have. 

A. 145 miles. 

Q. How long were you road master? 

A. Nine or ten years. 

Q. When did you quit? 

A. A year ago last November. 

Q. What business are you engaged in now? 

A. Butchering. 

Q. At Eagle Grove? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Excused . 

F. A. PACKARD, SWORN: 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. You may tell the commission what experience you have had with rail- 
roading. 

A. I was employed about five and one-half years as locomotive fireman, then 
I was employed as engineer about one year and three months. 

Q. You have had experience in running double headers? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You may tell us what is your experience in running, as to the dane:er in 
running houble headers compared with single engines; state in your own way what 
you think about it. 

A. I always thought I would rather stay at home than go out on a double 
header, especially on second engine. 

Q. For what reason? 

A. Because I considered it unsafe. 

Q. Give us your reasons for considering it unsafe. 

A. Generally speaking, I think on double headers it is safe, but there are 
times in every trip when it is unsafe to be on the second engine. Smoke blows in 
front of the second engine and cinders flying so the engineer could 'nt see beyond 
the tank of the engine in front of him. 

Q. Did you ever have any experience in double heading? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Which engine did you occupy? 
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A. I don't know, there was no difference. I went just as it happened. 

Q. You have had experience on both? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. In the front engine did you feel as comfortable with the engine following 

as if it had been a box car? 

A. I could *nt say it was as safe as a box car. 

Q. You never refused to go out on second engine? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever make any protest? 

A. I never made a protest and I don't know of any man that ever did. 

Q. What would be the result if you made a protest? 

A. I should expect to be discharged. 

Q. On what ground? 

A . For not going when I was called . 

Q. Did you think any argument that you might have would have any effect? 

A. I do not believe it would have any effect, but I never had any experience, 

Q, Your opinion is that it would not be heeded? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You believed it was necessar>' to go in order to hold your job? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you always watch the track from the second engine? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You run "blind?" 

A. Yes, sir. Generally between towns we run with the windows closed, but 
on approaching towns we usually tried to look ahead. 

Q. Did you ever hear of any lack of harmony between the engineers on double 
headers? 

A . The men first had generally orders to go ahead . 

Q. And the conductor and engineer in the first engine dictate the movements 
of the train? 

A. There are conditions under which he cannot go ahead. 

Q. You would prefer to go on the head engine? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You would prefer to go with one engine. 

A. Yes, sir. 

y. Did you ever hear of any man in the employ of the C. & N. \V. who felt 
perfectly safe in a double header? 

A. I never heard any such expression; it is the general conversation it was 
dangerous. 

Q. Did you hear much of that when Hollender and Osborn lost their lives? 

A. There was a good deal of talk about it at that time. 

Q, What was the sentiments as to the cause of the loss of life of those two 

men in that second engine? Who was on the first engine, in 26? 

A. I don't know of my own personal knowledge. 

Q . Who did you hear was on ? 

A. Mr. Cobb, on 26. 

Q. Who was his fireman? 

A. Keith. 

Q. They are living and enjoying good health? 

A. Yes, sir; so far as I know. 
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Q. You know that Hollander and Osborn were killed in the second engine. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q . What was the general reason given for the death of those two men on the 
second engine by the employes of the road and the men you came in contact with? 

A. It was talked among the men that it was due to double headers. 

Q. Why was it due to double headers? Why didn't they jump? 

A. They didn't know they were in danger. 

Q. You have given your reasons for operating double headers unsafe? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

Q. How much experience have you had with reference to the actual operation 
of double headers upon your trains? 

A. I couldn't say. 

Q. How frequently were you required to operate them, or to assist in their 
operation ? 

A. 1 couldn't answer that. 

Q. Was it frequently? 

A. Yes sir, it was frequently. 

Q. For what length of time while you were employed by the company? 

A. I never fired very much on a double header but they commenced running 
double headers a short time before I was promoted. 

Q. Your present experience with double headers was while you were an 
engineer? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. Under ordinary conditions what number of cars is hauled by double headers? 

A. It is owing altogether to the circumstances. Whether they are loaded or 
empty cars, but we hardly ever had more than 45 cars. That was generally con- 
sidered the limit. 

Q. While you were engaged as engineer by the company were those cars 
usually furnished with air brakes? 
.A. If they were in the train they were generally ahead. 

Q. You controlled the train by the air? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. In using and operating these trains with two engines did more than one 
engine apply the air? 

A. No sir. 

Q. Only one? 

A. That was the instructions and the rule that the head engine should control 
the air. 

Q. Did you experience any difficulty as a rule in controlling your train? 

A. No sir. Not when I was running head engine. 

Q. When you were on the rear engine you say that unless you were approach- 
ing towns or passing through or expecting to see some thing you kept your window 
closed ? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. That was the ordinary custom so far as you know that engineers do that? 

A. So far as 1 know from conversation, the men all do that. 

Q. Was that true with engineers generally on the rear engine? 

A. I think it was. 
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Q. If you should be approaching towns or passing through and the head 
eng^ine should call for brakes, would you payany attention to that in the rear engine? 

A. I would try to find out what they were calling for brakes for. 

Q. Is there any other signal when an engine is approaching danger except to 
call for brakes? 

A. Not that I think of now. 

Q. If you were on the rear engine and brakes were called for by the head 
engine, would you pay any attention to that as an engineer? 

A. Yes sir, I wculd. 

Q. What would you do? 

A. I would reverse my engine and then prepare to get off. 

Q. Would you make any effort to ascertain the cause and whether there was 
any obstruction on the track ? 

A. 'J'hat would of course be owing to circumstances. If a train was going so 
I could get off I would get off. 

Q. Would you regard a train moving 4 to 8 miles an hour that it would be 
extremely dangerous to get off? 

A. No sir. 

Q. What do you base your judgment and opinion upon with reference to the 
increased hazard or danger to the employes where two engines are used upon the 
train? 

A. That is a hard question to answer. 

Q. That is the real question perhaps, of course you can give in your own way 
the answer to it. 

A. Well it seems that the momentum of the train has more effect upon the 
second engine than upon the first engine. 

Q. Supposing a head end collision occurs, what would be the increased danger 
or hazard to lives? 

A. The front end of the tank raising and slipping over the back of the cab. 

Q. Do hou know of any other hazard, not with reference alone to head end 
collisions, but generally? 

A. That is the only way I know to answer, the momentum of the train seems 
to have more effect on the rear 'engine than it does on the head engine. 

Q. If the train was'nt moving more than 4 to 8 miles an hour? 

A. It would be owing to the character of the train how it was loaded? 

Q. What distance could a train be stopped by air brakes? 

A. It is owing to the number of air brakes in the train. 

Q. Where the engineer had reasonable control of his train? 

A. If he had one half to two thirds with air, he could stop within a short distance. 

Q. What would you say would be that distance? 

A. At a speed 8 miles an hour? 

Q. Not more than that? 

A. Well, I should say not greater than 5 car lengths. 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. How would you consider the danger to the men in the second engine com- 
pared with the first as to their escape in an head end collision? 

A. Well, if they had the same warning as the men in the head engine, their 
chances would be as good. 

Q. Is it possible to have the same warning? 
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A. Not unless it is given by some noise. 

Q. Do you consider the head light of any advantage? 

A. Not on the second engine. 

Q. On the first engine? 

A. Yes sir. 

Q. Do you think the chances for escape on the first engine are better than on 
the second engine? 

A. Yes sir; of course the men in the first engine in case of obstruction on the 
track would have the better chance to escape, perhaps. 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

Q. Have the rear engineer and firemen any view from the cab window in front 
or advance view, can they see any thing ahead of the second engine? 

A. By leaning away out of the cab window you can see the track ahead of the 
first engine. If you looked out of the front window you would simply see the 
front engine. 

Q. Would you be able to see a train on the track ahead of you? 

A. You probably would if it was day light and the train was a considerable 
distance from you. 

Q. Would you be able to see the head light at night. 

A. It would be owing to the lay of the country, but if the track was straight 
and the country level you could see it at a distance. 

Q. What would be the shortest distance you could see that from your engine? 

A. It would be nice work to answer that question. 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. What size cylinder engine did you run? 

A. I run on sizes from 15x24 to 19x24. 

Q. Did 3'ou ever see a 19 double headed? 

A. Yes sir. 

Examination by Judge Hubbard. 

Q. I suppose it is generally considered more dangerous to ride in an engine 
than the coaches? 
A. Yes sir. 

Q. The engineer is paid for that is'nt he? 
A. Yes sir* 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q.. Does he get any more on the first engihe than on the second? 

A. No sir. 

Q. The same pay. 

A. Yes sir. 

Excused . 

MICHAEL MUIR, SWORN: 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

Q. What is your age, Mr. Muir? 

A. 32. 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Have been at Eagle Grove. 
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Q. Where do you reside now? 

A. I guess you can call it there yet, 

Q. What is your occupation? 

A. Has been that of a railroad man. 

Q. In the employ of what company? 

A. Chicago & North- Western. 

Q. How long have you been engaged in that business? 

A. Since '91. 

Q. In what capacity? 

A. Fireman and engineer. Seven and one-half years as a fireman and three 
months as an engineer. 

Q. Upon what trains, passenger or freight. 

A. Mostly freight. 

Q. Have you had any actual experience in the operation of trains where two 
engines have been used? 

A. Yes, sir; a little. 

Q. How much experience have you had? 

A. Not very much. 

Q. Have you assisted in the operation of such trains? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q . How frequently ? 

A. I can't tell the number of times. 

Q.' Frequently or not? 

A. Just as it happened. 

Q. How many times a month? 

A. I couldn't state. 

Q. Have you acted as engineer upon the front and rear engine? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you regard the operation of a train with two engines more dangerous 
than with one ? As far as employees are concerned ? 

A. Yes, sir; a little. 

Q. In what way? 

A. In the first place the second man couldn't see so good. 

Q. Any other reason? 

A. *I don't know there is much, but he hasn't got the show the first man has. 

Q. In operating these double headers, isn't it usually and ordinarily the cus- 
tom of the engineer and fireman to keep a lookout on the rear engine? 

A. As much as possible. 

Q. Has it been your custom through the window or putting your head out or 
body through the window? 

A. Yes, sir; quite frequently. 

Q. What objection is there to that as a rule? 

A. The getting cinders and smoke in the eyes. 

Q. In approaching towns and passing through towns you adopt the above 
custom so as to look out there more than passing between stations? 

A. I always tried to see. 

Q. If in the operation of a rear engine what would you do, supposing the head 
engineer called for brakes? 

A. I would open the sand lever and assist in stopping. I would 'nt reverse if 
brakes were good. 
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Q . Can the engineer on the second enjjjine tell whether the head engine is con- 
trolling the train? 

A. He can tell if the air works, by watching. 

Q . Where would you have to look . 

A. Look to the brake chute. 

Q. On your own engine? 

A. Yes. sir; could almost feel it. 

Q. Would you know that as readily as the head engineer? 

A. Almost. 

Q. Would you make any effort under such conditions to see whether any 
obstructions were on the track or what the cause was for calling for brakes? 

A. I certainly would. 

Q. What does that mean to the engineer, fireman or brakeman where brakes 
are called for? 

Ar Danger ahead— stop. 

Q. It means danger ahead as a rule? 

A. Most always; it is certainly to stop. 

Q. It means danger? 

A. Couldn't always tell what it is. 

Q . Would you upon hearing that call for brakes try to ascertain whether there 
was any obstruction ahead? 

A. Yes, sir. 

g. How? 

A. By trying to look ahead. 

Q . Ls there any difficulty or does the engineer have any difficulty if he looks 
out of the cab window to see from the second engine? 

A. It is difficult to see around, sometimes smokes so you couldn't, 

Q. Is it frequently smoking on both sides of the cab? 

A. That is according how the wind is. 

Q. As a rule the smoke is one side or other of the track? 

A. Some times. 

Q. You are referring now to smoke from the head engine? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. If smoke obstructs the view of the engineer what would be the duty of the 
fireman? 

A. To ascertain what it was if possible. 

Q. Is his duty in that respect equal to the engineer? 

A. He is supposed to look and see. 

Q. Everyone is supposed to ascertain as quickly as possible the cause for call- 
ing for brakes? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you present at the time this accident occurred at Hubbard? 

A. No, sir. 

Q . All you know and the cau.se of that or result of it was what you heard from 
others? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have no personal knowledge of your own with reference to it? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Are you an employee of the C. & N. W. now? 

A. No, sir. 
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Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. Did you leave the employ of the C. & N. W. voluntarily? 

A. I quit. 

Q. You say when the signal is given for brakes, that it would be the duty of 
the men in the second engine to af^certain the cause? What would be the chances 
of the men in the second engine to get out; what has been your experience in 
regard to the opportunity ot the men on the second engine to escape after the sig- 
nal has been given by the first engine? 

A. It is generally a little later. 

Q. Have you ever given the danger signal on the first engine? 

A. Don't think I did. 

Q. You would have an opportunity to jump very shortly after you had given 
the signal? 

A . V es. 

Q. The second men wouldn't have that opportunity? 

A. They would have the opportunity as soon as they heard it. 

Q. They wouldn't see the danger any quicker? 

A. No, sir. 

Examination by Judge Hubbard. 

Q. I suppose if the engineer of double header should see another train on the 
track he would give the signal as soon as he saw it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. If you were in the second you would hear it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You would have as much opportunity to protect yourself? 

A. Only the difference in time. 

Q. While he was giving the signal, that would be almost instantly, that would 
be about the same notice of danger as the head engineer would have? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. If that is so then the only reason you would prefer to be ahead is that cinders 
and smoke are such that you can't see, is'nt that about the only difference? 

A. Yes, sir, and sometimes you can't see. 

Q. Well, you can hear? 

A. Would like better to see. 

Q. If it was night time; if there was an engine coming toward you on the main 
line, could'nt you see the reflection of the head light of the train you were to col- 
lide with about as readily as the head engineer? 

A. If we had a straight track and it was clear. 

Q. If the track was straight the reflection of the head light will show on the 
approaching eni^ine; that would show even in the smoke, you could see it? 

A. You can to a certain extent. 

Q. You can see it as far as the first engineer? 

A. They could'nt see it quite so good. 

Q. Supposing now the head engineer could'nt actually see it, he could see the 
reflection on the track? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. If the engineers on both of them, are not looking out for it, they couldn't 
see it and would nt that be evidence that they were not attending to their business? 
If there were only two seconds between the time of seeing the approaching train 



84 TWENTYTHIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

and the collision, wouldn't that be evidence to you that none <»f the engineers ^vere 
attending to business? 

A. It would seem something was wrong. 

Q. Do you know, why Mr. Packard left the employ of the company? 

A. I heard why. 

Q. You heard that he was cutting somebody's hair in his cab, and that was 
why he was discharged? 

A. i did'nt hsar it just that way. 

Q D.d you quit voluntarily? 

A . Yes, sir. 

Q. You ware'nt notified to quit? 

A. Not exactly. 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. If an engine is approaching close to you and you are in the second engine 
is your opportunity for seeing a light as good as the first engineer? 

A. I said not quiie so good. 

Q. Well, say forty or fitty feet? 

A. That is pretty close; if you were pretty well out the window I guess j-ou 
could. 

Q. The company would not require you to do that in the service? 

A. You are required to keep a lookout. 

Q. I think you said that uhen an obstruction was on the track near you that 
the first engine obstructs your view so that you wouldn't know much about it. 

A. No, I don't think I did. That was perhaps Mr. Packard. 

Excused . 

JAMES WRIGHT, SWORN, 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. Where do you reside? 

A. About one and a half blocks from here. 

Q. Where were you at the time the accident occurred at Hubbard? 

A. I was at home. 

Q. About how long after the accident did you reach the scene of the collision? 

A. It might have been five minutes. 

Q. You got there as quickly as you could? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many engines were there? 

A. There were three engines there, I think; I won^t say for sure. It might 
have been four. 

Q. Who did you see first after you got there? The rai road employes? 

A. I couldn't tell when I got here; I heard a man hollering and there was 
steam and smoke in the air; I went in the direction from which the sound came 
and saw a man's body waving in the air; afterwards found he was the engineer 
who was in the second engine. 

Q. Did you sec the engineer or fireman of the first engine? 

A. Cobb was there tinkering about his engine, and was in bis cab part of the 
time. 

Q. Was the enq;ineer or fireman of the first engine injured in any way? 

A. Not that I know of. 
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Q. The engineer of the second engine was alive when you got there? 

A. Yes. sir. 

Q. And the fireman? 

A. They found the fireman of the second engine, Mr. Cross, back of hig 
engine in some grain — oats, principally; some ot the other boys told me I didn't 
see the fireman at all. The engineer said the fireman was in the depot dead; I 
didn't go to look at him at all. 

Q. You may state what the engineer of the second engine said? 

A. He talked very readily for one in his condition; he talked a good deal. 

Q. You would consider him a man of good judgment even though suffering? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you hear anything about him neglecting his duty? 

A. I didn't hear anything of the kind. 

Q. He was talking some, was he? 

A. He was talking all the time. 

Q. What did he say about the fireman? 

A. He didn't say anything in regard to his duty, but said '*look at my poor 
partner." 

Q. Did he say anything about double headers or being on second engine? 

A. No; but he asked the head engineer why he didn't whi:>tle so he could have 
gotten out of there. 

Q. The fireman you didn't see? 

A. No, I didn't see him. I heard he was crushed and mangled beyond 
recognition . 

Q. What was the location of the train where they found him? 

A. The engineer was on this side of the engine and the fireman on the other; 
the train was headed east . 

Q. You have an idea whether the fireman jumped on the ground or was 
thrown out? 

A. I should judge he was where he should have been in the cab. The engineer 
had the appearance, to me, of having made an effort to get out. 

Q. He didn't make that explanation? 

A. That is what I thought he attempted to get off. He said to Cobb: * * Why 
didn't you give me a signal?" 

Q. The men on the front engine were all right? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Examination by Mr. Dawson. 

Q. Did you observe the conrlition of the second engine after the accident? 

A. Noc particularly, they were all broke to pieces. I helped to get the engi- 
neer out, and when we got him out there Wiis nothing more to be done, and we 
went along wiih tlie crowd to the hotel where they had the engineer and in the 
morning I went down there and 1 think the wrecking crew was there and had dis- 
tuibtsd ihini^s some, I don't know how the eng nes were. 

Q. Did y<»u observe whether all the cars were off the track? 

A. I could*nt slate as to that. 

Q. Did you observe any th ng with reference to the renr engine, as a matter of 
fact you did not know uptm which train the two engiues were? 

A. It was upon the train going east. 



36 TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

Q . Did you observe anything with reference to the condition of the rear engine 
of the east bound train? 

A. It was all smashed in at the back end where we were doing the work. 

Q. Do you know whether it was derailed?. 

A. I don't know. 

Q. You don*t know whether you reached there the next morning before it 
was disturbed? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Can you tell about the number of cars that were disturbed upon the east 
bound train? 

A. 1 could'nt say. 

Q. Is there anything with reference to that accident that you have'nt disclosed 
to Mr. Wallace? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do >ou know anything with reference to that you have'nt already testified 
about? 

A I can't think of anything that would be of importance. 

Q. You reached the scene of this wreck very shortly after it occurred? 

A. Yes, sir. There was a noise and I thought something was wrong and I 
hustled out and found it was that way. 

Q. Do you know whether the head engineer or fireman, or both left the head 
engine before the collision? 

A. No, 1 don't know, but it is said they jumped. 

Q. Did they say that that evening? 

A. Yes, that was the geneial talk. 

Q. Did the fireman or engineer say anything about it? 

A. No, sir, when I first went down there they were quite talkative, but after 
while they would 'nt say an> thing. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with the engineer or fireman of the west 
bound train that night? 

A. No, sir. 

Excused . 

J. J. LOAR, sworn: 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. Were you about this wreck? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About how long after the collision occurred? 

A. I don't think it could have been more than fifteen minutes. 

Q. How many engines in the wreck? 

A. Four. 

Q. What employees did you see or recognize as employees? 

A . I only knew those that said they were. I could see that man in the second 
engine and ihe brakeman 1 saw and 1 think the fireman and engineer of the head 
engine. 

Q. Where was Mr. Cross located in the train? 

A. I think the first car behind the engint; he was in the grain. 

Q. Did you see ihc fireman of the first engine? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You saw the engineer? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On the second engine? 

A. I saw the geatleman fast. 

Q. Did yoa hear any explanation from the man on the second engine? 

A. I wasn't close enough to hear him except when he groaned. 

Q. There is no question in your mind about the men escaping from the first 
engine unhurt? 

A. No, sir. 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

Q. You didn't see anything with reference to this train after the accident? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you observe anything with reference to the condition or location of 
the engine? 

A. 1 noticed they were clear of the west switch . 

Q. Did you notice anything with reference to the west bound train; did they 
both have two engines? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are certain about that? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you notice anything with reference to the rear engine of the east bound 
train? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was its condition with reference to its track? 

A. I couldn't say whether it was on or not. 

Q. Where did it apppear to be injured most? 

A. My attention was called to the back end. It looked as though the car be- 
hind had shoved the tender right in . 

Q. Do you know whether the head engine was off the track or not? 

A. I don't know. I hardly think it was off. 

Q. Were either of the engines on the other train on or off the track? 

A. Think they were both on. 

Q. Do you know whether the rear engine of the west bound train was injured? 

A. I think the rear engine of the west bound train wasn't so badly hurt but 
they thought it would run into Eagle Grove. 

Q. Are you able to say whether it was the rear or head engine that was badly 
damaged? 

A. My best recollection it was the rear engine. 

Q. Do you know whether the engineer or fireman on that engine were injured? 

A. I suppose no one was injured except those mentioned. 

Q. What was the condition of the first engine on the west bound train? 

A. I think the front end was prettly badly damaged. 

Q. Do you know whether they jumped from the west bound train? 

A. I don't believe I heard that mentioned. 

Q. Did you see these engines or cars the next morning before they were dis- 
ttirbed by the company? 

A. I think not. I got up quite early, but in the winter time it is quite late at 
day light. 

Q. Do you know anything about the number of cars that were injured in the 
west bound train? 

A. No, sir, I don't know. 
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Q. You have no personal knowledge of how the collision occurred? 
A. No, sir; nothing except what happened while I was there. 
Excused. 

W. D. HODGE, SWORN. 

Examination by Judge Hubbard. 

Q. You are superintendent of the Northern Iowa division, I suppose? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For how long? 

A. Since the 20th of September, 1897. 

Q. You have been around railroads quite a while? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. How long? 

A. I have been around railroads for nearly thirty years. 

Q. Civil engineer part of the time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were superintendent when this accident happened, I suppose? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q, Can you tell the commissioners .what lei up to this and what your rulesareP 

A. The trains which were involved in this accident were train going east No. 
26 and 23 goiug west. Under the rules the superior train having the right of track 
was east bound No. 23, which would hold the main track at the meeting point. 
The inferior or west bound train should taki the siding. That is rule 105 in the 
book of rules, and they should do that unle-js instractcd to do otherwise by the 
train dispatcher, whicathsy didn't have in this case, but nevertheless No. 23 pulled 
out and held the main track and No. 26 did not discover this train was in the 
wrong place until the accident. No. 23 was all right and No. 23 was all wrong. 

Q. What did you do to the engineers and firemen of No. 23? 

A. Both engineers, conductors, and head brakeman were discharged on the 
west bound train No. 23. 

Q. On account of this accident? 

A. On acjount of this accident. 

Q. For their failing to follow the rules? 

A. Yes, sir. No action was taken with the train crew of No. 26. 

Q. Do you know whether 23 had orders to meet 26 at Hubbard? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What station is this just east of Hubbard? 

A. Lawn Hill. 

Q. They hal orders ther2 to meet 23 here? 

A. My recollection is that they received their orders at Gififord and No. 26 
received theirs at RadclifFe. 

Q. So all these engineers knew that these two trains would meet at this place? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Which engineer and which conductor were supplied with copy of that order? 

A. The rule provides definitely and the engineers had copy of the rule. 
They are required to have them with them always. 

Q. Twenty three knew they had no business on main line? 

A. Rule 229 clearly meeis that point. 

Q. You were on the ground soon afterward? 

A. I was on the ground about daylight. 
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Q. Was 23 standing still or moving when the accident occurred? 

A. Investigation showed it was standing still and investigation showed that 
26 was moving about eight miles an hour; I think they had about forty cars, and 
the other had thirty -one or thirty-two cars. 

Q. Did you learn whether the engineer and fireman of No. 23 jumped or 
stayed on their engine? 

A. I don't think either of them got off of 23. 

Q. Did the engineer of front engine of 26 get off? 

A. My recollection is that the engineer of 26 did not get off, but the fireman 
did. 

Q. The engineer who stayed on» was he hurt? 

A. No, he wasn't hurt at all. 

Q. Did you examine into it, why, when they were running so slow they run 
together; was there wind or fog? 

A. The headlights were lighted on both engines. 

Q. Is the track straight? 

A. There is a very slight curve about where the engines met, I think only 
about one or two degrees. 

Q. About how far could each one see? 

A. They could readily see each other a little beyond the station mile board. 

Q. • When they were within one-half mile of each other they would be in plain 
sight? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. If they had been looking out would there have been any trouble in seeing 
each other's headlight? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How long would it have taken them to stop running eight miles an hour 
with forty cars and twenty of them having air? 

A. It would only take a few car lengths, 

Q. Supposing the night was clear and the wind was in the west and thesmoke 
was blowinvf, what was to prevent them from having one-half mile to see each 
others head light? 

A. He couldn't see anything. The track curved a little to the right, that 
would he^p ihem to see. 

Q. The head engine of twenty-six must have been in very plain sight of the 
head light of twenty-three sta^^ding on the main line? 

A. Yes, sir. The engineer of twenty-six claimed that he thought the engine 
was on passing track and that was the reason he didn't stop. 

Q. The engineer of twenty-three knew he was on the main line? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He ought to have seen the head light of twenty-six and backed up? 

A. Yes, ^ir, he should, but there was a slight grade there — 1 think he could 
have backed up. 

Q. He should have given the danger signal? 

A. He probably would. 

Q. So the cause of the accident was the failure of these men to keep a look out? 

A. The principal cause was 23 being where she had no right to be and the 
secondary cause that the people were not paying attention. 

Q. What do you know about double headers being dangerous or not? 

A. Railroading is hazardous any way. 
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Q. H^w customary among good railroads is it to run double headers? 

A. All in this part of the country run them. 

Q. What was the average weight of the engine in use on these western roads 
ten years ago? 

A. I should say the average was about sixty tons. 

Q. What is the average weight of freight engines that you get now, new 
standard freight engines? 

A. The standard freight engine is considered about one hundred tons. 

Q. How heavy were these engines on these double headers? 

A. My recollection is they were sixty-five or seventy tons. 

Q. How many cars would one of the engines pull over your track with the cars 
you have or what is your maximum load with one engine? 

A. Sometimes we haul eighteen or twenty cars; sometimes twenty-five or 
more; sometimes we have heavy loads, and others light. 

Q. How long were these engines running as double headers on the road? 

A. A good many years. 

Q. They were good engines? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But to haul forty or fifty cars it was necessary to use two of them? 

A. Yes, sir. The rate for handling freight has been decreased and it has been 
necessary to decrease the cost of operating. 

Q. When you decrease the cost of handling you must increase the load and 
train correspondingly? 

A. Yes, sir. When we have the large engines we pull them that way, and 
with small engines we put two of them tog^^ther. 

Q. Supposing now, you didn't make double headers, supposing you took these 
four engines and gave them trains, that wauld double the number of trains? 

A. Yes, and make much more delay, and by additional trains is an additional 
opportunity for an accident. 

Q. So if you had doubled your trains you would increase the chances for an 
accident? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is it a fact, that in '92-*93-'94 that a g^at many of your engineers were 
laid off? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By running double headers didn't you increase the number of engineers by 
so much, and give more employment for them than if you had one hundred ton 
engines? 

A. When one of the big engines would haul more than two of the little ones. 

Q. That would give moreemployment to the engineers by having small engines? 

A. It certainly does. 

Q. They are too good to go in the scrap pile? 

A. They are good enjjines, too good to throw away; but the tonnage has 
increased so greatly that it is an entirely different problem operating a railroad to- 
day from that it was ten years ago. 

Q. What would be your opinion as to increasing the danger to employes by 
running double headers? 

A. With a good volume of business the fewer trains the better, less oppor- 
tunity for accident; with a good volume of business I can't see where you increase 
the likelihood to accident by running double headers. 
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Q. The double headers don't haul smaller trains than the large single engines? 

A. This company as well as others have been taking out grades, etc. , so that 
trains could be operated with increased safety. 

Q, Did you ever ride on the second engine of a double header? 

A. I think I did. I think I have ridden on every part of the train except the 
trucks. 

Q. Would it make any difference in looking out? 

A Of course ir the wiad blew right ahead into the train so that the smoke rolled 
directly back, it would obscure the view of the rear men, but that the fact is, that 
seldom exists; I never had trouble to see out from one side or the other. 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. Do you consider the dangsr increased in any way to the men on the second 
engine more than oa the first engine? 

A. I do not think that it is. 

Q. You think that they are just as safe on the second engine as on the first? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you feel as safe? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would there have baan any difference in the results of this accident if it had 
not been a double header? 

A. We were running two engines on 26. 

Q. You think Hollander's and Osborn's chances for escape as good as the 
men on the first engine? 

A. I think they were just as safe; the facts of the case are tha^. No. 23 was 
standing still, that when 26 struck it the cars run up against the rear engine of 
26, and the second engine was in between there shoved up against the first engine, 
and between that and the cars. The same thing would have occurred with a single 
engine. 

Q. Didn't you think the men on the head engine had more warning? 

A. They had no reason to have. 

Q. You consider their chances were just as good for escape as those on the 
first engine? 

A. There was an opportunity to see the front headlight and it was their own 
fault; they are certainly expected to look out when they are expecting to meet a 
train . 

Q. Was number 23 in any way to blame? 

A. They were not so far as right of road was concerned, but as to how well 
they were looking out. 

Q. Do you expect you could stop accidents by any rules you make? 

A No, sir. 

Q. You consider their chances for escape just as good? 

A. Yes, sir; they could have seen. 

Q. You consider them more negligent? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Didn't you think that Hollander and Osborn didn't have the opportunity to 
jump that the men on the first engine had? 

A. No, sir, I don't. 

Q. Yon think they had just as good an opportunity? 

A. Yes, sir. 



42 TWENTY THIRD ANNUAL REPORl OF THB 

Q. They lacked in diligence more than the men on the first engine, was the 
reason they lost their lives? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They lacked in diligence equal to the men on the first engine? 

A. Well, the* probabilities are that everybody was satisfied as to what the 
result would be. 

• Q. Do you think, Mr. Hodge, that your chance for escape would be as good 
in the second engine? 

A. i am testifying as to this case, their opportunities would be favorable for 
them to see. 

Q. In your opinion the danger to employees in running double headers is less 
than with single engines? 

A. On the same volume of business. If you will run the same volume of bus- 
iness and split it into trains, you will have greater danger. 

Q. I understood you to say there was no more danger? 

A. I didn't say. I said with a good volume of business the danger would be 
increased by splitting it into trains. 

Q. 1 will ask you if these men on the second engine were in a more dangerous 
position than the men on the first engine; the man on the first engine didn't get off 
his engine? 

A. On freight No. 26, my impression is that he didn't get off. 

Q. Is'nt the second engine more dangerous? 

A. Simply because it was the nearer to the cars; if there had been no second 
engine the cars would have piled up on the first engine. 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

Q. You reached there the next morning about daylight? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had any of the cars or engines been moved prior to your reaching there? 

A. I think the engines were in the same position. 

Q. Any of the cars near the engine? 

A. Not those next to the engine. The cars that were not in a crippled con- 
dition had been taken away. 

Q. The men who lost their lives were on the east bound train? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say that the front cars of the east bound train crushed in upon the 
engine, cab and tender? 

A. Yes, the second car telescoped the first car. 

Q. And that was the cause of the injury to the engineer and fireman? 

A. Yes, sir. That pinned them against the boiler head. 

Q. Then it was your opinion that the west bound train was standing there? 

A. The testimony showed that the west bound train was standing still. 

Q. If there had been but one engine on the east bound train what would, in 
your opinion, have been the result as to injury to fireman and engineer? 

A. I think the results would have been the same. They struck a practically 
immovable obstruction and the cars would have broken over it if it had been upon 
a bingle engine, just the same. 

Q. Have you any knowledge of men on the head engine, whether they left 
the engine before the collision on the west bound train? 

A. I have no personal knowledge because 1 wasn't there; all I get is from the 
testimony taken at the time. 
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Q. Were those men di5;charged? 

A. On the east bound— no, sir. 

Q. Are they still in the employ of the company? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q. Do ynu know whether either of the engines were off the track when you 
arrived there the next morning? 

A. They were apparently on the track. 

Q. Was there any substantial injury to the head of the rear engine? 

A. Oh, yes; the head was crushed in and the light works knocked off. 

Q. Was it crushed back as far as the cab? 

A. No, oir. 

Q. What is the character of the grade approaching this station from the west 
at the place where the collision occurred? 

A. It was an ascending grade going east. The train that run into the stand- 
ing train was going up grade. It is there twenty-two or twenty-six feet to mile. 

. Examination by Wallace. 

Q. You stated the only object you had in running double headers was to 
employ more men? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. That wasn't the fact then? 

A. That is an incident that grows out of it. 

Q. That wasn't your object? Isn't one of your objects to give engineers 
employment? 

A. It is a fact that v' e had given them more employment, and that has some 
weight . 

Q. You only double head these small engines? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You double head heavier engines? 

A. Some times we double head instead of making two trains. 

Q. Do you ever double head two large engines on train? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know any of that kind on your division? 

A. No, sir; except to send the engines over the road. 

Q. Hasn't it occurred recently, that 19-inch engines were double headed? 

A. I don't think so. 

Q. How is 521? 

A. That's 19 inch. 
• Q. What size is 71? 

A. That's 19. 

Q. 49? 

A. 19. 

Q. Did'nt these engines go over the road recently pulling freight double 
headed ? 

A. They might have, I couldn't say if two 19-inch cylinder engines have gone 
double headed, unless there is some special reason for it. 

Q. What about reducing the hazard? 

A. That didn't increase the dividends 

Q. Is the object to facilitate business? 

A. The primary object in operating a railroad is to earn dividends on the 
property. 
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Q. You are not sure that these engines did not go over the road double headed? 
A. I am not positive. 
Excused . 

W. A. GARDNER, SWORN : 

Examination by Judge Hubbard . 

Q. Are you Assistant General Superintendent of the Chicago & North Western 
Railway? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been such? 

A. Three years. 

Q. What were you doing prior to that? 

A. Superintendent of a division. 

Q. How long have you been railroading. 

A. Twenty years. 

Q. For what company? 

A. For the Northwestern. 

Q. Did you investigate this accident? 

A. Through Mr. Hodge*s ofl5ce— yes. 

Q. Through that you became acquainted with what purported to be the facts 
how this accident occurred? Will you tell the commissioners how this accident 
occurred, giving them an account of it, and if you can tell ihem why you run 
double headers, and whether it is more dangerous to have double headers than 
single engines? 

A. One of the fundamental reasons in operating railroads and giving one train 
right of road on the northern Iowa division which is south and east they have the 
right of road at aU meeting points. According to our rules this train No. 26, had 
orders to meet at Hubbard. No. 23 should have headed in on the side track and 
not run in the main line and back to switch; No. 23 did not do that and No. 26 
came in and collided with them . Negligence and disobedience on the part of the 
employees of No. 23 for which they were discharged . So far as the object of run- 
ning double headers, it is'nt to earn dividends especially, but to work our light 
engines. There are times when it is necessary in order to handle business success- 
fully we are obliged to double them up, decreasing the number of trains and 
increasing the number of cars in the train. I think that on this particular divis- 
ion, we haul a less number of cars with two engines than on any other; there is 
no place where we save money, but it is a help to move the traflfic profitably and 
advantageously. If a man has twenty-two or twenty- three cars of stock we prefer 
to have it go in as one train rather than two. As far as the hazard is concerned 
there are nine divisions on the Chicago & Northwestern, and we have rin more 
or less double headers in Iowa for the last twenty years. I have been on even the 
second or third engine in bucking snow, that is naturally serious. In the acci- 
dents, I should say seventy-five per cent occur with single engines, to about 
twentv-five per cent with double headers, and I don't know but that I would be 
perfectly safe in saying that it is ninety to ten. I have talked with a good many 
men mvself about locomotives and I have talked with all of the men on difiFerent 
divisions of ihe road, I have occasion to do a great deal of business with them, 
but I never have heard them express themselves as believing double headers 
dangerous but they have said they were uncomfortable. 

If we only knew when an accident was going to happen on the railroad, of 
course we could prevent it. After dark a head light is'nt of much account. My 
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observations are that more are injured by jumping off than staying on. Most 
accidents occur in obscure places. I want to be entirely fair about this matter; 
you take a locomotive and take the pilot off and couple up short, that is better 
than to put on a longer pilot bar. When we commenced using double headers we 
took the pilot bars to the forge and strengthened them. 

Examination by Mr. Wallace. 

Q. The per centage you gave of accidents, you considered that fair? 

A. I do. 

Q. You take into consideration the number of double headers in use? 

A. We don't run one double header where the N. Y. Central runs a good 
many. 

Q. That per cent is on the Northwestern? 

A. On the whole line of the Norihwes ern. 

Q. You run double headers on your double track? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You think you facilitated the business for the farmers and stock buyers by 
putting on double headers? 

A. Yes, sir. The stock men have said that they were glad their stock could 
go in one train, and in the charge of one particular man. 

Q. You run your train in sections? 

A. That occurs sometimes. 

Q. Did you ever run nineteen-inch engines as double headers? 

A. You may have seen occasions where two nineteen-inch engines are together, 
but it is owing to the employes generally. There are orders against it. 

Q. Those men on 26 were obeying the rules of the company? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They were not to blame for being in the position they were in? 

A. They had a perfect right to be there. 

Q. The men on the second engine were killed? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Examination by Commissioner Dawson. 

Q. What report had you with reference to the conduct of the engineer and fire- 
man on the east bound train on the first engine? 

A. My recollection 's, and I am very clear about it, that Mr. Cobb didn't leave 
his locomotive and didn't get off. 

Q. What was the proximate cause of the death or injury of the fireman and 
engineer of the rear engine? 

A. The telescoping of the car of grain next to the engine over the tender of 
the second locomotive. 

Excused . 

The hearing was closed, but the matter was to be left open a rea.sonable time 
for the filing of any further te>timony any party might desire to submit, before the 
commissioners made iheir report as required by resolution of the General Assembly. 

SYNOPSIS OF TESTIMONY. 
T. B. MCDONNELL, ELDORA, SWORN: 

Have charge of two engines on the C. I. & D. Ry. and have been with the 
company seven years I have been in the ra.ilroad business thirty years. Have had 
experience in the operation of freight trains as locomotive engineer. Don't know 
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anythinf;: about the Hubbard accident. I have been on double headers but four 
times in my life. My opinion is that the running of double headers increaFes the 
hazard and danger to employes to a certain extent, by the leading engine leaving 
the rail and giving the hind crew no time or chance to jump safely themselves. In 
my four trips 1 have always been in the lead, but I have ht-ard the boys tell of 
being in the sweat box, that is where thty can't look out for the number of cinders 
flying in their faces. Don't think of any other caus3 for increased changer. Don't 
think there is any danger in applying the air if the pump is capable. The pump 
would control forty or fifty cars. Don't think the use of double headers is of dan- 
ger to the road bed, but might be a little to bridges. If 1 was to run as en^inetr 
on double headers 1 would prefer the leading engine. I don't know whether the 
men on the second engine feel as safe, but they don't feel so comfortable, espec- 
ially when cinders are flying. I heard of the wreck at Hubbard and heard 
there were two men killed in the second engine. I understand the head man did'nt 
signal the back man that there was any danger ahead, and that was the reason they 
could'nt get out. If they could have had the warning the first men had they 
would have had a better opportunity for escape. One couldn't see very well from 
the second engine, especially if the cinders were flying. I never had any conver- 
sation with the engineer. 

w. E. CROSS, sworn: 

Thirty years of age. Blacksmithing now at Gifford. Have had experience in 
the operation of freight trains since October 16, 1892, until 17th February, 1898 as 
brakeman on the C. & N. W. Was in the accident at Hubbard. It occurred 
about 10:2 > in the evening. I was head brakeman on 26. Tliere were two engines 
on the train. I was on top of the train when the accident occurs c*. Train was 
on main line. Couldn't say how far we were from station. 1 don't know what 
came in contact with the train, only just what I heard the boys say. They said it 
was another train on this line of road on main line. I suppose one train collided 
with the other. I could not see where we were on account of the smoke. I was 
on the head end of the second head car. Was standing there. Train was moving^ 
forward quite fast, didn't know huw many miles per hour. We were coming in 
the station. We were running and we hit something. 1 was on 2 » going east and 
the other train was going west. It was a head end collision. The oiher train was 
a freight train. Didn't know how many engines were on that train or how fast it 
was going. I knew the engineers but never heard who the firemen were on the 
other train. 1 didn't discover the other train until the collision. Think we had 
forty-five cars on our irain, part loaded and part empty. We had quite a number 
of ca s of grain; did'nt have any live stock. One of our engines was sixteen inch, 
the other seventeen . Seventeen inch is the ordinary size of freight enj^ines that 
are used on this road. Don't know whether the two engines were necessary to 
haul this train or not. We had nine'een or twenty cars supplied with air. The 
air was applied on our train before the collision. J t slowed up some but not as much 
as the train would be slowed up ordin rily. Did'nt know why. They might not 
have had full pressure of air. The head engineer applies the air. As a rule tie 
rear engine never doe< that. As 1 understand it, our train did not reach the sta- 
tion. We had received no orders at this station, we had orders at Ra ciitfetomtet 
23 here. I couldn't see on account of the smoke. Heard one sh'»rt binst of the 
whistle which meant a call for brakes and I set one brake. The collision occurred 
about two seconds after as well as I can remember. Two were killed in the wreck. 
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I was injured in the wreck, quite serious I think. Unconscious; did*nt know how 
I got out. Never saw the cars, 1 am blacksmithi g now. Was never in the 
employ of the company after the wreck. Didn't know whose fault it was that 
caused the accident. Never had any experience in the «»peration of an engine. I 
think it increases the hazard or risk in running d<juble ht-aders, because there are 
the three men, engineer, firemen and head brak.mati that can't see ahe.«d. 

I think I could h:ive got off if we bad had a single engine and the engineer had 
called for brakts. I could have seen the approaching train. I couldn't see on 
account of the smoke. I didn't hear that the approaching train gave any alarm. 
Do not know what the cause for ihe call for brakes was for at the time the 
whistle was sounded. 1 have had experience in the operation of freight trains with 
double headers in northern Iowa. 1 never got injured before in any way. My 
experience covered about a year. All on the Northern division. If the air didn't 
happen to work on the head engine and the crew expecting ihe air brakes to stop 
the train, it doesn't give them time enough to stop the train with the hand brakes. 
You couldn't see out of the second engine. The fireman and engineer on that 
engine were in more danger than the one> 011 the first engme. The failure of the 
air to work would be more likely to happen on the train handled by two engines 
than one, because there are more cars. Don't kiow of any further reason. Of 
course a man sitii g in a room without windows wouldn't enjoy himself. The men 
that were killed in this accident were on the second engine. If there was 
but one engine the head brakeman could unlo»d, ia case an accident was 
about to happen, probably not on all occasions. It was a hazy night that the 
accident occurred, the wind was blowing from the east, but I d«»n't think it was 
stormy. We had no trouble in Kadcliffe in seting the cars. We left Radcliffe 
about 10.05. We had two brakemen on «iur train. Hodge was the name of the 
other brakeman. Cobb was the engineer and Kei h was the fireman of the first en- 
gine. I have braked on the rear as well as the head end of trains, i was in the 
second engine that night. Obeying orders. I might have been able to see the 
other train if we had had one engine, but 1 couldn't .say. Whether a single engine 
has sufficient capacity of air to stop for y-five cars is owing to circumstances. If 
there should be a leak in the train pumps it would be difficult. If there had been 
sufficient pressure it would not have been necessary for me to have set the brakes. 
I got out on the train with the obiect to set the brakes if the air didn t work. I 
would consider the hazard as increa ed un account of the weight of the train to con- 
trol with the air from a single engine. My experience is that it is not near as safe 
Fanning double headers as single engines; that the train is larger and requites more 
work, making one feel uneasy hU the lime. From my association with engineers 
and firemen, I would say they prefer the head engine. In vto-ng out with doub e 
headers the heaviest engine goes behind. There are no orders with which engine 
I should occupy as head brakeman on double headers, but when one is in the htad 
engine, it would n»»t be ea^^y to get back, and 1 would be expected to stay in the 
second engine The dan.^er i> increased by smoke. I heard ihc whistle for brakes. 
I was then thrown in the air and I heard some one holler. 1 couldn't say who it 
was. They use- sixteen and seventeen inch engines on this road. The Noith- 
western also uses nineteen inch. I have known nineteen inch engines to be double 
headed. 1 have known them to be hitched together. Never had any experience 
with them. I never seen ihem on this division. Number 26 had the rii:ht to the 
main line at the time the accident occurred. The other tiain had no r\ii,ht on the 
main line at the time of the collision, it should have been on the side track. It 
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was supposed to get out of our way aod they didn't do that and the accident 
occurred. If 23 hadn't been there the accident would not have happened. If we 
had half the number of cars we could have stopped quicker. I think there is 
danger in hauling forty-five cars, even if no train runs into you. I know railroads 
haul many more cars than that. One nineteen-inch engine could have hauled that 
train alone. The more cars the more danger, but the number of cars didn't have 
anything to do with this accident unless the air didn't >vork. The rule requires me 
to go out on the train. I think from about a mile and one half out, I rode on the 
top of the train and smoke was coming back to me. I never saw 23. I think I 
could have seen it if it hadn't been for the smoke. If the wind had been in the 
south I could have seen it. If it had been in the north Icouldn't, because the track 
curves to the right going into the town. I saw no necessity for setting brakes until 
they called for brakes I didn't know how fast we were going, 

I commenced to set the brakes as soon as they called for brakes. We slowed 
down some, I couldu't say how much. I rode in the second engine all the way 
from Radcliffe, until about a mile or so from town. I heard that the engineer and 
fireman on the first engine got off just before the collision. The fireman told me 
that. The names of the engineer and fireman who were killed were Hollander and 
Osborne. They were obeying orders so far as I know and were in the line of their 
duty. Didn't know which engine whistled for brakes. I was nn train No. 26, 
which was obeying orders, as I understand it. The men in the second engine were 
killed in carrying out the orders of the company as far as I know. There are two 
ways to couple engines together, by the regular coupler and by the pilot bar. The 
pilot bar is the most dangerous. Because they are smaller and will bend or break 
easier. 

Excused . 

D. F. WBLCH, SWORN. 

I have been in the track department of railroading for about twenty years, until 
a year and a half ago. Was in the employ of the Chicago & Northwestern at 
Eagle Grove. Supervisor of track work. Never had any experience with the 
operating department of a railroad. I do not know whether there would be any 
increased danger or hazard to the employes on a railroad where two engines are 
operated instead of one. Never had any trouble with rails spreading. Sometimes 
on the side track, may be. Never had a bridge g«> down. Double headers never 
caused any tracks to spread in my experience. In my experience with men they 
seemed to consider it more dangerous to ride on the rear engine than the first 
engine. I wouldn't care to be on either engine. There has been a good deal of 
complaint. The men said they couldn't see on account of the cinders. It has been 
the general conversation that they didn't like it. That they consider it dangerous. 
I was roadmaster. Had 145 miles of road. Was roadmaster nine or ten years. 
Quit a year ago last November, and am now in the butchering business at Eagle 
Grove . 

Excused . 

F. E. PACKARD, SWORN. 

Was employed about five and one half years as locomotive fireman. Then was 
employed about one year and three months as engineer. Had experience in run- 
ning double headers. Always thought that I would rather stay at home than go 
out on double header, especially on second engine. Becau-e I consiier it unsafe. 
Generally speaking, 1 think on double headers it is safe, but there are times in 
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every trip when it is unsafe to be on second enjj^ine. Smoke blows in front of 
second engine and cinders fly, so the engineer can't see beyond the back of the 
engine in front of him. Had experience on both engines. When on front engine 
didn't feel it was as safe with engine following as if it had been a box car. Never 
refused to go on second engine. Never made any protest. Didn't know of any 
man that did. Would expect to be discharged for not going when ordered. Didn't 
think any argument 1 would make would have any effect, but never had any 
experience. Run "blind'*-on second engine. Generally between towns with 
windows closed, but on approaching towns usually tried to look ahead. Would • 
prefer to be on head engine; would prefer to be with but one engine. Never heard 
any employe of the C. & N.-W. say he felt perfectly safe on a double header. It 
is the general conversation that it is dangerous. There was a good deal of talk on 
this line when Hollander and Osborn lost their lives. Didn't know who the first 
engineer on 26 was, heard the engineer was Cobb and his fireman was Keith. 
They are alive and enjoying good health so far as I know. I know that Hollander 
and Osborn were killed in the second engine. It was tnlked among the men that 
it was due to the use of double headers. The reason they didn't jump was because 
they didn't know they were in danger. 1 have frequently assisted in the operation 
of double headers. My experience with double headers was while I was engineer. 
We hardly ever haul more than forty-five cars wMth double header. That was gen- 
erally con.sidered the limit. If there was any cars in the train that were supplied 
with air they were generally ahead. 1 tlien controlled the train with the air. The 
instruction is that the head engine apply the air. As far as I know the men keep 
their windows closed between stations. 

If I wason second engine and first engine should call for brakes I wouldtrytofind out 
the rea.son. There is no other liignal for danger to be given that I think of now. If 
I heard that from the head engine I would reverse my engine and then prepare to 
get off. Would not regard a train moving four to eight miles an hour as going 
too rapidly to be dangerous to get off. It seems to me that the momentum of the 
train has more effect upon the second engine than the first engine, and in a head 
end collision the train might shove the front end of the tank and push it over into 
the cab. It would be owing to the load of the train. If an engineer had from 
one-half to two-thirds of his train in air, he could stop within a short distance at 
the speed of eight miles an hour, probably not greater than five car lengths. If 
the men in the second engine had the same warning as men in the first engine 
their chances for escape in head end collisions would be about equal , It is not 
possible to have the same warning unless it is given by some noise. I consider the 
headlight of advantage on the head engine. I think the chances for escape are 
better on the fir.st engine, perhaps, in case of an obstruction on the track. By 
leaning otit of the cab window in the second engine, one can see the track ahead 
of the first engine; probably could see a train on the track ahead if it 7.'as daylight 
and the train a good ways off. If the country was level, and the track was 
straight, you could see the headlight at night. I have run on engines from 15x24 
to 19x24. Have seen nineteens double headed. 

Excused . 

MICHEAL MUIR, SWORN. 

Thirty years of age. Residing at Eagle Grove. Has been in the employ of the 
Chicago & Northwestern railroad since 1891; seven and one-half years as fireman 
and three months as engineer; mostly freight train. Have had a little experience 
in the operation of trains where two engines were used, but not much. Have 

4 
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acted as engineer on both front and rear engine. Think the use of double headers 
a little more dangerous than use of single engine. The second man can't see so 
good, and hasn't got the show the first man has. The engineer and fireman of 
rear engine are supposed to look ahead as much as possible. Quite frequently to 
see ahead one has to keep his head and body out of the cab window. 

Always try to see when going through stations. If was upon the rear engine 
and head engineer should call for brakes, would open sand lever and assist in 
stopping. Wouldn't reverse if the brakes were good. The engineer could tell 
by watching, whether the air applied by the head engine is working; can almost 
feel it on the engine; would know that almost as readily as the head engineer. 
Would certainly make an effort to see if there was anything on the track ahead or 
what the cause was for call for brakes. It means danger ahead — stop. Danger. 
It always means to stop. It is difficult to see around the first engine; on account 
of smoke from front engine it is impossible. If the engineer couldn't see ahead 
the fireman is supposed to make an effort. Every one is supposed to ascertain as 
quickly as possible the reason for the call for brakes. Was not present the time the 
Hubbard accident occurred; all I know is what 1 heard from others. Am not now 
in the employ of the Chicago & Noth western. The chance for escape for the men 
in the second engine wouldn't be quite so good; don't think I ever gave danger 
signal when I was on first engine. Men in the second engine would have oppor- 
tunity to jump as soon as they heard it. The engineer of the head engine would 
give the signal as soon as he saw the train or obstructton in the road. Men in the 
second engine would hear it. The only difference in the chance for escape would 
be difference in time, and that wouldn't be much: almost instantly. About the 
only reason would prefer to be on the head engine is on account of cinders and 
smoke so that one cannot see. Can hear, but would rather see. The men on the 
second engine couldn't see the headlight of the approaching train quite so good as 
the men in the head engine. If the track was straight and clear, men on the 
second engine might see it. I quit the employ of the company voluntarily. Was 
not exactly notified to quit. Engineer is required to keep a lookout ahead. I 
don't think I said that when an obstruction was on the track near one, that the 
first engine obstructs the view so that men in the rear engine wouldn't know much 
about it. 



Excused , 



JAMES WRIGHT, SWORN: 



Resides at Hubbard. He had been at the scene of the accident about five min- 
utes after it occurred. Thought there was three engines, might have been four. 
When I arrived heard a man hollering. There was steam and smoke in the 
air. Saw a man's body waving in the air, afterwards found he was the engineer 
of the second engine. Cobb, the engineer of the first engine, was tinkering about 
his engine and in the cab part of the time. Did'nt think he and his fireman were 
injured. The engineer was alive when I got there. They afterwards found the 
fireman back of his engine in some grain. I didnt see him at all. I was told he 
was in the depot, dead. The engineer talked very readily for one in his condition. 
1 never heard that he neglected his dtity. He said nothing about double headers 
or being in second engine, but asked the head engineer why he did'nt whistle so 
he could have gotten out . 1 heard the fireman was mangled and crushed beyond 
recognition. I should judge the fireman had stayed in the cab, but the engineer 
had the appearance of having made an effort to get out . The 'men on the front 
engine were all right. The second engine was broke all to pieces. I helped get 
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the engineer out. Could'nt state as to whether cars were off the track. The train 
g^oing east had two engines. Did'nt know whether the rear engine was derailed, 
but it was all smashed in at the back . It is said that the engineer and fireman of 
the first engine jumped. That was the general talk but they said nothing ^bout 
it. 

Excused . 

J. J. LOHR, SWORN. 

1 was at the scene of the wreck soon after it occurred. There were four 
engines in the wreck. I saw the men in the second engine, and the brakeman 
and 1 think the fireman and engineer of the head engine. Think Mr. Cross was 
in the grain in the first car behind the engine. I was'nt close enough to the 
engineer who was fast in the second engine to hear what he said. Could only 
hear him when he groaned . 

The men from the first engine escaped unhurt. Both trains had two engines. 
Didn't know whether the rear engine of 26 was on the track or not. It was badly 
injured in the back end. Think the other engines of the other train were both 
on the track. Didn't think the rear engine of the* west bound train was so badly 
injured but that they could run it in to Eagle Grove. The rear engine on the 
east bound train was the one that was badly damaged. Think the front end 
of the first engine on the west bound train was pretty badly damaged. Didn't 
know whether the engineer and fireman jumped from west bound train or not. 

Excused. 

W. D. HODGE, SUPERINTENDENT OF THE NORTHERN IOWA DIVISION, CHICAGO & 

NORTH-WESTERN RAILROAD, SWORN.* 

Have been superintendent since 20th of September, 1897. Been railroading 
thirty years. Civil engineer part of the time. Superintendent when the accident 
occurred at Hubbard. The trains which were involved in this accident were train 
going east number 26 and 23 going west. Under the rules the superior train 
having the right of track was east bound, number 26, which would hold the main 
track at the meetingpoint. The inferior or west bound train should take the siding. 
That is rule 105 in the book of rules and they should do that unless instructed to 
do otherwise by the train dispatcher, which they didn't have in this case, but 
nevertheless number 23 pulled out and held the main track and number 26 did 
not discover this t ain was in the wrong place until the accident. Number 26 was 
all right and number 23 was all wrong. Both engineers, conductors and head 
breakmen were discharged on the west bound train number 23 on account of this 
accident for their failing to follow the rules. No action was taken with train crew 
number 26. Twenty-three had orders to meet 26 at Hubbard. The engineers 
knew that the two trains would meet at this place. Twenty-three knew they had 
no business on main line. Rule 229 clearly meets that. Investigation showed 
that 23 was standing still and that 26 was moving about eight miles an hour 
when they struck. I think they had about forty cars and 23 had thirty-one or 
thirty-two. Didn't think the engineer or fireman got off 23. 

My impression is that the head engineer of 26 didn't getoff but that the fireman 
did. The engineer was not hurt at all. The head lights were lightep on both engines. 
There is a very slight curve about where the engines met. They could have 
readily seen each other a little beyond the station mile board. When they were 
within one-half mile of each other they were in plain sight. There would have 
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been no trouble in seeing each others head lights. With a train runningeight miles 
an hour twenty cars loaded and twenty cars empty they should be able to stop within 
a few car lengths. The head engine of 26 must have beea in very plain sight of the 
head .light of 23 standing oq the main line. The principal cause of the accident 
was 23 being where she had no right to be, and the secondary cause was that the 
people were not paying attention. Railroading is hazardous anyway; all railroads 
run double headers. The average weight of engines ten years ago was about sixty 
tons. The new standard are about one hundred tons. My recollection is that the 
engines on this double header were sixty-five or seventy tons. One of such engines 
would pull a train of eighteen or twenty cars, sometimes twenty-five or more 
owing to the load. They were good engines. We have been running double 
headers a good many years, but it is necessary- to do so in order to haul forty or 
fifty cars to a train. The rates for handling freight have decreased so that the cost 
of handling must be decreased by increasing the load and train . When we do not have 
the large engines we use the small eni^ines and with small cMigines we u<e two of 
them together. It would make much delay to have two trains instead of one and 
would increase the chances for an accident. It gives more employment to engineers. 
The old engines are good engmes, too good to throw away but the tonnage has 
increased so greatly that it is an entirely different problem operating a railroad 
today than what it was ten years ago. I think the fewer trains the better; 
less chance for an accident. This com]>any has been taking out grades, etc., ^o 
that trains could be operated with increased safety. Think I have ridden in every 
part of a train. If the wind blew right ahead into the train so that the smoke 
rolled directly back it would obscure the view of ihe rear men. 

But the fact is, that seldom happens. I never had any trouble in seeing out 
from one side of the cab or the other. Didn't think the danger increa^icd in any 
way to the men on the second engine. Think the engineer and fireman on the 
second engine were just as safe. The facts of the case are that 23 was standing 
still, and when 26 struck, the cars shoved up against the rear engine of 2G,and the 
second engine was in between, shoved up against the first engine. The same thing 
would have happened with a single engine. Number 26 was not in any way to 
blame as far as the right of road was concerned, but they should have been look- 
ing out. They could have seen. I think they would have just as good an oppor- 
tunity for escape as the men on the fir.st engine. They lacked in dilligence. I 
think the danger to employes in running double headersiis less than with a single 
engine on the same volume of business. If you will run the same volume of busi- 
ness and split it up into trains you will have greater danger. My impression is that 
the engineer of first engine on number 26 didn't get off. The rear engine suffered 
the most simply because it was near to 'the cars. If there had been no second 
engine the cars would have piled upon the first engine. The cars that were not 
crippled had been taken away. The men lost their lives on the east bound train. 
The second car of the east bound train telescoped the first car and crushed the cab 
and tender against the engine. That pinned the fireman and engineer against the 
bo ler head. The testimony showed that the west bound train was .standing still. 
I think the results would have been the same had there been one engine on theea.st 
bound train. They .struck a practically immovable obstruction and the cars could 
have broken over if it had been a single engine just the same. The men were not 
■discharged on the east bound train. The engines were apparently upon the track. 
"The head of the second engine was crushed in and the light works knocked off. 
The place where the accident occurred was on an ascending grade going ea.st. The 
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train that ran into the standing train was going up grade. It is twenty-two or 
twenty-six feet to the mile. Sometimes we double head instead of making two 
trains. Never double head two large engines together unless it is to send them 
over the road 

If two 19-inch engines have ever gone double headed there is some special reason 
for it . The primar>* object in the operating a railroad is to earn dividends on the 
property. 

VV. A. GARDNER, ASST, GEN. SUPT. C. & N. W. RY. CO. SWORN: 

Have been assistant general superintendent three years. Prior to that was 
superintendent of a division. Been railroading twenty years for the North-Western. 
We investigated this accident through Mr. Hodge's office. One of the fundamental 
reasons in operating railroads and giving one train right of road on the Northern 
Iowa division which is south and east, they have the right of road at all meeting 
points. According to our rules this train number 26, had orders to meet at Hub- 
bard number 23 which should have headed in on the side track and not run in the main 
line and back to switch; number 23 did not do that and number 26 came in and 
collided with them. Negligence and disobedience on the part of the employees of 
number 23 for which they were discharged. So far as the object of running double 
headers, it isn't to earn dividends especially but to work our light engines. There 
are times when it is necessary in order to handle business successfully we are obliged 
to double them up, decreasing the number of trains and increasing the number 
of cars in a train. I think that on this particular division, we haul a less number 
of cars with two engines than on any other; there is no place where we save 
money but is a help to move the traffic profitably and advantageously. If a man has 
twenty- two or twenty- three cars of stock, we prefer it to go in as one train rather than 
two. As far as the hazard is concerned there are nine diviaions on the Chicago & 
North-Western and we have run more or less double headers in Iowa for the last 20 
years. I have been on even the second or third engine in backing snow; that is 
naturally serious. In the accidents, I should say 75 per cent occur with single 
engines, to about 25 per cent with double headers and I don't know but that I 
would be safe in saying that it is 90 to 10. 1 have talked with a good many men 
myself about locomotives and I have talked with all the men on different divisions 
of the road, I have occasion to do a great deal of business with them, but I have 
never heard them express themselves as believing double headers dangerous but 
they have said they were uncomfortable. 

If we only knew when an accident was going to happen on the railroad , of course 
we could prevent it. After dark a headlight is*nt of much account. My observa- 
tions are that more are injured by jumping off than staying on. Most accidents 
occur in obscure places. I want to be entirely fair about this matter; you take a 
locomotive and take the pilot off and couple up short, that is better than to put 
on a longer pilot bar. When we commenced using double headers we took the 
pilot bars to the forge and strengthened them . 

We run double headers on our double track. Think business is facilitated for 
farmer-; and tftock buyers by operating double headers. The stock men say they 
are glad tjieir stock can go in one train. There might have been occasions 
where ninet^n inch engines were run as double headers but not generally. 
There are rules against it. The men on 26 were obeying the rules of the com- 
pany, and had a perfect right to be where they were. The report stated that Mr. 
Cobb did not leave his locomotive. The principal cause of the death of the 
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eDg^ineer and fireman of the rear engine was the telescoping of the car of grain 
next to the engine over the tender and engine . 
Excused . 



No. 2096-1900. 
Northwestern Iowa Grain Co . , Britt 1 

vs. I Application for Elevator Site at 

Cedar Rapids, Garner & Noth western | ^oden. 
Railway Company. J 

Petition and complaint filed May 26, 1899. 

After some correspondence had been had between the board and the parties in 
this case, the complainant filed petition and complaint as follows: 

The North-Western Iowa Grain Com- 
pany, 

Plaintiffs and Complainants . 
vs. 



The Cedar Rapids, Garner and North- 
Western Railway Company, 

Defendant, 



> Cotnpiaint and Petition. 



Plaintiff and complainant states: 

Par. I. That it is a corporation under the laws of Iowa, engaged in buying 
and shipping grain, and receiving grain as a public elevator and warehouseman 
in elevators and warehouses at the following points on railways in Iowa, to- wit: 
Titonka, Iowa; Wesley, Iowa; Hutchins, Iowa; Hanna, Iowa; Cylinder, Iowa; 
and is now desirous of engaging and intends to engage in the same business at 
Woden, Iowa, on defendant's railway, including the conduct and management of 
an elevator and buying and shipping of grain at said Woden, Iowa, and the 
receiving of and storing for the public at said Woden, Iowa, of grain as such 
elevator and has authority to engage in and conduct such business at Woden , Iowa. 

Par. 2. That complainant, since January 20, 1899 has been a grain 
buyer and shipper of grain at said Woden, Iowa, and intends to continue in such 
business but needs an elevator and elevator site on defendant's railway at said 
Woden, Iowa, in order to properly and economically conduct and carry on its 
business and desires to conduct and carry on such an elevator as stated in the last 
paragraph . 

Par. 3. That defendant is a railway corporation organized in 1898 under the 
laws of Iowa, and operates a line of railway from Garner, Iowa, through Hay- 
field, Crystal Lake, Woden, and to Titonka, Iowa, all said points being in the 
state of Iowa, its line from Garner, Iowa, to Hayfield, Iowa, being under lease 
from the B. C. R. & N. R. R. Co. and the defendant owning and operating its 
own line from Hayfield, Iowa, through Crystal Lake, Iowa, Woden Iowa, to 
Titonka, Iowa, its present terminus. 

Par. 4. That as such railway company, the defendant en^ys and has 
exercised the right of eminent domam and has had voted to it and is collecting in 
aid of its railway, railway taxes, in the townships of Crystal and Bingham in 
Hancock county, Iowa, and Buffalo in Kossuth county, Iowa, the tax in said Bing- 
ham township, being conditioned, on its establishing and maintaining a depot 
and station grounds, in said Bingham township, in compliance wherewith defend- 
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fint has established and is maintaining its depot and station grounds at Woden , 
Iowa . 

Par. 5. That complainant acting under a supposed legal right and under 
also a supposed authority from defendant has practically completed an elevator, 
at Woden, Iowa, and is desirous of having such site, completing and operating 
such elevator. 

Par. 6. That in order to properly conduct its elevator, defendant should 
extend its side tracks to the east and along and past complainant's elevator. 

P.\R. 7. That the complainant's elevator is practically complete and is ready 
to receive and ship grain, and to receive and store grain as a public elevator for 
the public, and desires so to do, said elevator being on the defendant's depot 
grounds at Woden, Iowa, and from which it can load and ship grain even on 
defendant's side track, as now built. 

Par. 8. That the defendant can .and intends to extend its side track along 
and past the complainant's elevator and same is reasonable and ne.essary in con- 
duct of defendants business and to afford reasonable facilities to the public. 

Par. 9. That complainant is one of the principal buyers and shippers of grain 
at Woden, Iowa. 

Par. 10. That there is only one, the defendant's railway, at Woden, Iowa, 
and there is no other way of buying and shipping grain except over and on defend- 
ant's line of railway. 

Par. 11. That the^only practical and reasonable way of shipping and buying 
g^ain in points in Iowa, and especially, Woden, Iowa, is at and in elevators located 
on railways. 

Par. 12. That to reasonably accommodate the public and afford reasonable 
facilities there should be three elevators and elevator sites at Woden, Iowa; two 
have already been granted and complainant is the third and only other person 
asking a site thereat, and the site it has built on is a reasonable and proper site, 
and the only site left which is reasonable and proper. 

Par. 13. That the defendant has not and does not seriously object to com- 
plainant's elevator site, but demands an exhorbitant and preposterous sum of 
$500.00 for said site and an annual rental of $5.00; complainant avers that it has 
offered and now offers to pay a reasonable price for said site and rental, and avers 
that $5.00 per year would be a reasonable price and rental. 

Par. 14. That the District court of said county of Hancock, by its judge has 
issued a temporary injunction injoining the complainant from completing said ele- 
vator, but the pleadings, order, injunction and papers do not prevent this Board 
from taking up this matter. The said injunction being and is based on the fact 
that complainant has no express authority from defendant to take and build on said 
site, all of which complainant denies now, and in its pleadings in said case. 

Par. 15. That defendant is prosecuting its said injunction suit and is resisting 
the granting of a site to complainant in the interests of the two other grain buyers 
at Woden, Iowa, and in order to create a monopoly at Woden, Iowa, of the grain 
buying and shipping business. 

Par. 16: That this Board has authority to pass on the matters herein set forth 
and has never adjudicated the same, and this application is intended to be in lieu 
of and supersede all former applications, letters and correspondence and com- 
plaints. 
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Wherefore complainant asks and demands judgment and orders as follows: 

1. That this Board order and hold a hearing of this case and the matters set 
forth in this complaint. 

2. Complainant suggests that the hearing be held at Woden, Iowa, and that 
A. C. Ripley, president, E. P. Fox, superintendent, C. S. Terwilliger, director, 
and H. H. Bush, secretary, the latter with the Articles of Incorporation, minutes, 
papers and records of 'lefendant, be ordered to attend or else that the hearing be 
adjourned from Woden, Iowa, to Garner, Iowa, where said parties all live and 
where said defendants' main office is located. 

3. That on final hearing this Board direct and order defendant to grant a third 
elevator site at Woden, Iowa. 

4. That this Board order and direct that defendant grant such site on reas- 
onable terras to be fixed by the Board. 

.S. That this Board order defendant to grant such third site to complainant. 

6. That this Board order and direct defendant to grant such third site to com- 
plainant at the place where it has constructed its elevator. 

7. That this Board order and direct defendant to extend its side track along 
and past complainant's elevator. 

8. For such other and further relief as the Board may grant on this complaint. 

Northwestern Io\v.\ Grain Company, - 

By Z. S. Barrett, Pres't. 

Plaintiff and Complainant. 
Bradford & Eldrege, 

Complainants Attorneys . 

Later, upon June 9, 1899, petitions quite generally signed by citizens of Woden 
and surrounding country were filed with the commissioners; these petitions were 
sub.stantially the same as the following: 

Before the board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa. 

Citizens of Woden, Iowa, 

vs. 
Cedar Rapids , Garner & Northwestern 
Railway Company, Defendant. 



Complaint, 



The undersigned citizens of the town or village of Woden, in Hancock county. 
Iowa, hereby complain of said defendant, the Cedar Rapids, Garner & Northwestern 
Railway company as follows: 

First. — Said defendant is not affording sufficient and reasonable elevator sites 
and facilities on its railway in Woden, Iowa. 

Second,— it has granted two such sites but refuses to grant a third site to any 
one and especially to the Northwestern Iowa Grain company, the only applicant 
therefor. That to reasonably accommodate the public and afford reasonable facil- 
ities there should be three elevator sites granted by the defendant i^t Woden, Iowa, 
and we believe the site on which the grain company has built is the only proper 
site and a side track should be extended to it. 

T/tird.— That the business interests of said town and surrounding territory, 
demand a third elevator. 

Fourth . — That we have seen a copy of a complaint in this matter filed with 
this board by said grain company, against said defendant, tiled about May 26; 181)9, 
ami we hereby endorse and allege said conij)laint to be true. 
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Fifth, — We therefore ask the said board to have a hearing of our complaint in 
connection with said other complaint, and this board order and direct defendant 
to grant a third elevator site at Woden, Iowa, on reasonable terms; also, that this 
board direct defendant to grant said site to the said Northwestern Iowa Grain com- 
pany, as a present and future buyer and first and only applicant for such site; also, 
that the board direct defendant to grant such site to said grain company where its 
present elevator is erected; also, to order defendant to extend its side track to such 
elevator, such extension being needed, reasonable and proper. 

Dated May 29, 1899. 

Signed by J. O. Lewis, P. Peterson, and eighteen others. 

The attorneys for the complainant advised the board thai the district court had 
issued a permanent order restraining the complainant from building elevator at 
Woden on the ground that the grain company had commenced the erection of its 
elevator upon the company's right of way without the consent of the proper author- 
ity; and they asked that the board take early action. 

The railway company by its president, Mr. A. C. Ripley, answered the complaint 
by setting up the decree of the court referred to herein. 

The board fixed June 28, 1899, at Garner as time and place for hearing this case, 
and at such time and place met all interested parties. 

Considerable evidence was introduced by the complainants indicating the public 
necessity for larger elevator capacity at Woden station . 

After the members of the board had consulted together; a majority thereof, 
believing that such public necessity for an additional elevator existed as demanded 
immediate action, notified the railway company, by wire, of its conclusions without, 
however, dictating to the railway company to whom it should allot space for such 
additional elevator. 

The commissioners have since been advised that the Northwestern Iowa Grain 
company has been allotted site for elevator at Woden . 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 20, 1900. 

Commissioner Mo wry dissented from the decision of the board. 



No. 2097-1900. 

D. H. Westbrook etal, 

vs. 
Muscatine, North & South Railroad 
Company . 



Petition for under grade farm crossing. 



Petition filed October 10, 1899. 

Upon October 10, 1899, there was filed in the office of the board of railroad 
commissioners at Des Moines, a petition in this ca.se as follows: 
Before the Railroad Commissioners of Iowa. 

Maltnda Westbrook, D. H. Westbrook, ] 
Philip Westbrook , Ch as . H . Westbrook , | 
Ell.\ C. Dickerson, Emma Westbrook, | 
Bessie F. Westbrook. Adults, Martha j 
Westbrook, Fred Westbrook, Har- \ Petition. 
RisoN Westbrook, Minors, by their next | 
friend, D. H. Westbrook, | 

vs. I 

Muscatine North & South Railroad Co. J 

Comes now the plaintiffs herein and show to the honorable board of railroad 
commissioners that they are the owners of the following described premises: The 
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west half of the southwest quarter of section one (1); fifteen (15) acres north of the 

• 

Muscatine slough in the northwest quarter of section twelve (12); the southeast 
quarter of section two (2) except ten (10) acres on the west side of the southwest 
quarter of the southeast quarter of section (2); lot one (1) in the northeast quarter 
of the northeast quarter of section eleven (II); the northeast quarter of section 
eleven (11); the south half of the southwest quarter of section two (2); the south 
half of section three (3); all of that part of the southeast quarter of section four (4) 
lyinj^ south of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railroad; twenty (20) acres 
lying north of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railroad in the west half of the 
northeast quarter of section ten (10), all in township seventy-five (75) north, range 
three (3) west of the Sth P. M. in Louisa county, Iowa. 

Second.— The plaintiffs would further show that D. H. Westbrook is the owner 
in fee in and to the following described premises, to-wit: Twenty (20) acres lying 
north of the C, R. I. & P. Ry. in the west half of the northeast quarter of sec- 
tion ten (10) all that part of the southwest quarter of section three (3) lying north 
of the C, R. I. & P. Ry.; the north half of the southeast quarter of section three 
(3); the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section two (2); and the 
southeast quarter of the southwest quarter of section two (2) . township seventy- 
five (75) north range three (3) west of the Sth P.M. 

Third. — That the other lands described herein are held as follows: The said 
Malinda Westbrook and D. H. Westbrook have a life interest in and to said prem- 
ises, and the other plaintiffs the owners in fee after the death of the said D. li and 
Malinda Westbrook. 

Fourth.— They would show to the honorable board that during the fall and 
summer of 1898, the defendant surveyed and" located its railroad across the prem- 
ises above described, first touching them near the northwest quarter of section 
eleven (11) proceeding thence across said section eleven (11) and crossing the south 
half of section two (2) , and also the south part of the west half of section one (1) . 
That in crossing the premises above described with their railroad the defendant 
railroad company runs parallel and directly adjoining the C, R. I. & P. Ry< 
track, crossing a portion of section two (2) , and within sixty (60) rods of the C. , 
R. I. & P. Ry . track at a point directly in front of a residence house owned by the 
plaintiffs herein and which is located south of the Muscatine N. and S. railroad 
within 150 feet of said Muscatine N. & S. railroad tracks in the southwest quar- 
ter of section two (2) . That where said re.sidence house is located there is also 
located cattle barns and other buildings and farm improvements. That directly 
in front of said residence house, and at a point where plaintiff must cross and 
recross defendant's track to gain access to and from the house and to and from the 
public highway the said defendant railroad company has thrown up a grade for its 
track twelve feet high , and as the said grade proceeds eastward the grade raises 
until it is twenty feet high across the greater part of the west half of the southwest 
quarter of section one (1), and the east half of the southeast qualrter of section 
two (2) . 

/*V'//A . — Plaintiffs would further show to the honorable board that said grade 
shuts off the view to a greater part of the plaintiff's premises in the southwest quar- 
ter of section two (2) and the southwest quarter of section one (1) and entirely 
destroys access to those portions of the section above described lying north of the 
said Muscatine N. & S. railroad. That directly north and west of the residence 
above described tbe said defendant's railroad goes through a high bluff, making a 
cut sixty- five feet deep and seventy rods long that entirely obscures a train coming 
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from the west and approaching the railroad crossing in front of plaintiff's residence. 
That a train coming from the west through said cut cannot be seen from the right 
of way gates, now erected by the defendant railroad company, at a distance of 
over three hundred feet, and cannot be seen a much greater distance when one 
stands upon the railroad track looking west as the train approaches, for the reason 
that there are curves in the track. That for this reason it is a great danger to life 
and property and a public danger to cross the said track on an over-grade crossing. 

Sixth. — Plaintiffs would further state that the only means to access to the pub- 
lic highway north of this said residence place, and to the residence now owned and 
occupied by the plaintiff , D. H. Westbrook, and which is located in the west half 
of the southwest quarter of section four (4) is to go north from the residence place 
in section two (2) across the defendant's tracks at or near the mouth of the cut 
above described. 

5«'^«M.— Plaintiffs would further state that all the water they have for water- 
ing stock on the premises in section one (1) and the southwest quarter of section 
two (2) is south of the Muscatine N. & S. railroad. That a greater part of the 
farm lands in section one (1) and two (2) and the pasture lands lie north of the 
Muscatine N. & S. railroad, and that in order to gain access to the water from 
that portion of the premises lying north of the Muscatine N. & S. railroad it is 
necessary to drive the stock across the tracks at the crossing near the mouth of the 
cut above described , and to use an over grade crossing is very dangerous to stock 
and to those handling them . 

Eighth. —That by reason of the nearness of the C. , R. I. & P. Ry. to the Mus- 
catine N. & S. railroad it is almost impossible to determine, when at the crossing 
above described, in hearing a train coming from the west, whether the train is on 
the Muscatine N. & 8. tracks or whether it is on the C. , R. I. & P. tracks, and 
this is an additional danger to life in using an over grade crossing. 

Ninth. — Plaintiffs would further state that the dangers above referred to are not 
alone to them, but is to the public generally and those attempting to reach 
the residence place located in section two (2) from the north, and in this respect it 
is a general danger to life and property. 

Tenth . —Plaintiffs would further state that there is no other crossing provided 
for upon the Muscatine N. & S. railroad at any point within the lands described in 
this petition, and that the crossing above referred to is an .over crossing; that there 
are two gates maintained, one on either side of the defendant's right of way at this 
crossing that must be opened and shut whenever the plaintiffs or any one else 
passes through them , making it a great inconvenience besides a danger to life and 
property in crossing the track of the defendant railroad company at this point. 

Eleventh. — Plaintiffs attach to this petition a plat of the premises above 
described, mark it exhibit '* A " and make it a part hereof. 

7V^//M.— Plaintiffs state that at the time of the construction of the railroad* 
they represented to the railroad company, through its employes and its duly 
authorized agents, that it was necessary to the plaintiff's convenience and safety of 
life and property that an under grade crossing should be placed where the over 
grade crossing is now situated; and that the defendant railroad company admitted 
that such a crossing was necessary, and agreed to make the same, but they have 
wholly neglected, failed and refused to do so. 

Thirteenth.— ^XsAntX^s further state that this farm and the tracts of land above 
referred to are all used as a stock farm, as are the lands located in sections one and 
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two, eleven and twelve, and that it is necessary to drive the stock across said rail- 
road from one to three jr four times a day almost the entire year; and state that to 
do so over an over grade crossing is dangerous to the public traveling upon said 
railroad and on the cars provided for the transportation of the public by the rail- 
road company, as well as the stock and those in charge of the stock. 

Wherefore, plaintiffs asks that an order be made requiring the said Muscatine 
N. & S. railroad company to construct an under grade crossing for the plaintiffs 
herein at a point where the over grade crossing now is constructed and maintained 
by the defendant railroad company, and for such other and further relief as may 
be just and equitable, and for costs. 

P. T. McVeY & F. M. MOLSBKRRY, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs . 

On October 13. 1899, the attorneys for the plaintiffs in this case filed the fol- 
lowing amendment to their petition: 

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS OF IOWA. 

Ma LINDA Westbrook and D. H. West- 
brook ET. AL. . 



vs. 



Mi'SCATiNE North 

CoMP.\NY. 



& South Railroad 



• Amendment to petition 



Comes now the plaintiffs herein and amend their petition originally filed in this 
action. 

Adopt all of the allegations of their original petition , and further state : 

That Malinda Westbrook and D. H. Westbrook are husband and wife. 

State that the present crossing constructed and maintained by the defendant 
railroad company is not adequate crossing as contemplated by the statute, but is 
wholly inadequate for the purposes for which it was intended ; that it is not equal 
to what is required at this place, nor suitable either for the use of the plaintiffs or 
the public at large for the reason that the same is very steep, and the same can- 
not be made adequate ; for the further reason to pass over the tracks of the 
defendant railroad company at the point where said crossing is located it is neces- 
sary to construct said crossing at a raise of twelve feet in fifty on each side of the 
defendant's tracks, which makes too steep a grade to haul loads over, or to pass 
over, with any degree of safety with loads or otherwise. 

Plaintiffs further state that by reason of the high grade at this point the de- 
fendant railroad company can construct and maintain an under-grade crossing at 
a small expense and it will be a convenience and benefit to said railroad company 
in operating its trains upon its track at this point. 

H hefefotey plaintiffs pray as in their original petition. 

P. T, McVey and F. M, Molsbbrry, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs. 

The foregoing amendment was accompanied by a plat showing the location of 
the railroad through the farm of complainant. 
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On October 13, 1899 the railroad company filed with the Board its answer as 
follows: 



1 1 



Before the Railroad Commissioners of Iowa, 



■ Ansiver of Defendant. 



Mai.indaWestbrook, D. H. Westbrook, 
Phillip Westbrook, J as. H. West- 
brook, Ella C. Dickerson, Emma 
Westbrook, Bessie F. Westbrook, 
adults, Martha Westbrook, Fred. 
Westbrook, Harrison Westbrook, 
minors, by their next friend, D. H. 
Westbrook, 

Plaintiffs . 
vs. 

Muscatine North & South Railroad 
Company. Defendant. 

Comes now the defendant Muscatine North & South Railroad Company and 
answering the petition of the plaintiffs, admit the allegations of parajjraph 1, 2, 3 and 
the first fourteen lines of paragraph 4, and they expressly deny each and ever>' 
other material allegations of paragraphs 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 0, 10, 12 and 13, except as 
hereinafter admitted or explained. 

Defendant says that directly opposite from the residence and barns of the 
plaintiffs, they have con.structed a private crossing over a grade eleven feet high, 
and that said private crossing is adequate and sufficient for the plaintiff's use in 
every particular; that said private crossing is approached and used by the opening 
of gates placed upon each side thereof in the right-of-way fence, but these defend- 
ants herewith offer, if desired, to remove said gates and construct an open crossing 
with sufficien tcattle guards adjacent thereto and defendant has been at all time^and 
is now ready and willing and offers to make any other physical changes in the said 
surface crossing deemed necessary for the safety, convenience or welfare of the 
plaintiffs or the public, provided the same shall be maintained as a surface crossing. 
The defendant especially denies that the crossing described in the plaintiff's petition 
is especially dangerous or that it is a menace to the public safety or welfare and 
especially denies that the plaintiffs are compelled to cross the defendant's line of 
railway in order to gain access to the public highway, but avers that plaintiffs have 
a sufficient, convenient and adequate means of access to the dwelling house on the 
premises described in their petition from the highway extending along the south 
side of their land, by which they can in a safe, convenient and speedy manner gain 
access to their said dwelling house without crossing defendant's line of railway, 
and defendant also avers that they have a sufficient and convenient access from the 
public highway without crossing defendant's line of railway to all that part of plain- 
tiff^s farm lying north of defendant's track . The defendant says that the plaintiffs can 
place stock in the pa.sture north of defendant's track and remove them therefrom 
in a safe and convenient manner from the public highway without crossing the 
defendant's right-of-way at all, and that ample supply of water for all such stock 
can be obtained on that part of the land lying north of defendant's track at a small 
expense . 

Further answering the plaintiffs' petition the defendant says that it ought not | 

to be compelled to construct for the plaintiffs an undergrade crossing for the reason ; 

that the excavation and removal of the earth beneath the track at the point where ' 

the plaintiffs desire the said crossing made is on a steep grade, at which point such [ 

I 
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an opening would weaken and render unsafe the defendant's roadbed and render 
the same a constant menace and danger to the traveling public and the defendants' 
employes operating trains over defendant's road, and that the public safety and 
convenience demand that at the point heretofore named the roadbed shall be left 
solid and substantial. 

For further answer to the petition of plaintiffs the defendant says that to order 
the defendant to construct this undergrade crossing at the request of the plaintiffs 
would be inequitable and unjust, for this reason: That in a proceeding had for 
the condemnation of the plaintiffs' land for the use of this defendant for its rieht 
of way, the sheriff's jury awarded to the plaintiffs compensation for the right of 
way so taken, taking into consideration the height of the grade and the surface 
crossmg complained of by the plaintiffs. That from the award so made by the 
sheriff's jury the plaintiffs appealed to the district court of Louisa county, Iowa. 
That in said appeal by the parties the plaintiffs in this case were parties thereto, 
and said appeal came on for trial before a jur>' at the August, 1899, term of the 
district court of Louisa county. Iowa, and upon said trial the plaintiffs offered and 
introduced testimony tending to show the damage that had occured to them by 
reason of the appropriation by defendant of the right of way across the land in 
controversy, and as a part of said damages testified to the character of the grade, 
the cut through the plaintiffs' land, the height of the cut, the character of the 
private crossing provided, the difficulty of access between one tract of the farm 
and another, the cutting off ot the water supply from the north side of the farm, 
the inconvenience of opening and closing the gates, the distance from which 
approaching trains could be seen, the dangerous character of the crossing, the 
difficulty with which live stock could be changed from one side of the farm to the 
other, and the fact that the crossing was a grade crossing over a high embank- 
ment, which was difficult of access; that all of these elements of damage were 
proven to and considered by the jury, and said jury on the 23d day of September, 
1899, returned into court their verdict awarding to the plaintiffs full compensation 
for all damage, injury and inconvenience accruing to them by reason of the con- 
struction of defendant's railroad with a grade crossing in its present condition. 
The said damages were assessed, measured and awarded upon the statement of th» 
plaintiffs that they could and would have no better method of access between the 
separated parts of the farm than the present grade crossing. That the construc- 
tion of an underneath crossing at the present time, in addition to weakening the 
defendant's roadbed would cost the defendant at least the sum of $600.00, which 
expense the defendant ought not to bear. And the defendants ays that the plaintiffs 
have in the condemnation suit, heretofore referred to, caused to be assessed in their 
favor damages for the construction of the defendant's railway, taking into consider- 
ation the grade crossing, and that in assessing the damages the jury took into 
consideration the character of the present crossing and fixed the amount of the 
damages upon the plaintiffs' statement that they would have no other and better 
means of access betweent he separate parts of the plaintiffs' farm, and defendant 
says that the plaintiffs right to have another, and different crossing has been fully 
determined and adjudicated in the aforesaid cause, and that plaintiffs having 
elected to have their damages assessed in the manner aforesaid, they are in equity 
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and good conscience estopped from demanding that this defendant construct another 
and different crossing or the defendant incur extra expense in so doing. 

Wherefore, defendant asks that plaintiffs' petition be dismissed at their cost. 

C. A. Carpenter, 
Jaynb & Hoffman, 
Attorneys for defendant. 

On October 13, 1899 the commisssioners, after due notice had been given, 
visited the farm belonging to Mr. Westbrook and others, viewed the premises and 
beared such evidence as was offered by either party to this case. Both the com- 
plainant and the respondant were represented by their attorneys. 

On date October 16, 1899, the complainant filed the following rejly to tie 
answer of the railroad company. 

Ma LINDA Westbrook, D. H. West- 



1 
I 

BROOK, ET AL. j 



\ Reply to Answer. 
vs. I 

Muscatine, North & South R. R. Co. j 

Comes now the plaintiffs herein and subject to the ruling of the court upon the 
plaintiffs demurrer herein filed to that portion of the defendant's answer contained 
on pages three and four, states: 

First, — Denies that the question of an undergrade crossing has, at any time or 
before any court, been adjudicated or determined in any judicial proceeding. 

Second. — Denies that the question of an undergrade crossing was, in the pro- 
ceedings to condemn right of way across plaintiff's land, in any manner taken 
into consideration , nor could the same be taken into consideration in proceeding 
had for the condemnation of this right of way across plaintiffs' premises. 

Third. — States that the proceedings before the district court of Louisa county, 
Iowa, on appeal from the award from the sheriff's jury in the said condemnation 
proceedings, was conducted, tried and determined as though said railroad was 
constructed properly and according to the best methods for the convenience and 
safety of the traveling public as well as the convenience and safety of the plaintiffs 
herein . 

Fourth. — That the proper construction of said railroad, or that the crossing was 
not a proper one or an adequte one, was not, and under the law, could not be 
taken into consideration in this case. 

Fifth. — Plaintiffs further state that the court in trying the condemnation pro- 
ceedings did not assume jurisdiction to determine whether the crossing now in 
controversy in this case was an adequate one, and that said court had no jurisdic- 
tion to determine such question, in a condemnation proceeding. 

Sixth. — Plaintiffs would further state that in the condemnation proceeding 
above referred to the court and jury had no authority to order defendant to put in 
an under grade crossing, and if the question of the right to adequate crossing 
must be determined in condemnation proceedings then the plaintiffs would have 
no right to bring an action before the Board of Railroad Commissioners for the 
purpose of procuring an adequate crossing, after condemnation proceedings had 
been brought and determined in a court of competent jurisdiction, and would leave 
the plaintiffs without a remedy . 
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.SVzrwM . —Replying to paragraph two of defendant's answer plaintiffs state that 
the changes proposed by the defendant railroad company would not make an ade- 
quate crossing, and that defendant is now violating the laws of this state by not 
constructing and maintaining sufficient cattle guards, and by not maintaining or 
constructing any cattle guards, whatever, on either side of the over-grade crossing 
referred to in this proceeding. And further state the best possible over-grade cross- 
ing, constructed entirely within the defendant's right of way, would not be ade- 
quate for the purpose of driving stock over, or hauling loads over, or passing over 
on foot, and that one reason is that one in approaching the defendants' track north 
or south of the present over-grade crossing with a team, could not determine by the 
time he had reached defendants' right of way whether or not a train was coming 
from the west oV whether it was on the defendants' railway or on the Rock Island 
railway, until he had had time to open the gates and get his team within the right 
of way, and then the train would be so close and coming down a steep grade, that 
it would be impossible for him to avoid accident, destruction of property, and 
danger to life. 

Having replied to defendants' answer plaintiffs pray as in their original petition. 

F. T. McVev & F. M. MoLSBF.RRV, 

Attoruevs for Plaittfiffs. 



Mamnda VVestbrook, D. H. Westbrook, 

ET, AL. 

VS. 

MrscATiNE North and South R. R. Co. 



r Demurrer to .'hiSiver. 



J 



Comes now the plaintiflFs herein and demur to that part of defendants' answer 
contained on pages three and four thereof, and in paragraph four, for the reason 
that the matters and things there contained do not constitute a defence to this 
action. 

Second. — For the reason that said paragraph shows on its face that the defendant 
is not entitled to the relief demanded. 

Third. — For the further reason that said paragraph shows on its face that no 
such adjudication could be had in a condemnation proceedings, and if this question 
was attempted to be adjudicated in a condemnation proceeding the court so attempt- 
ing to adjudicate would have no jurisdiction of the subject matter, and such 
attempted adjudication would be void and of no effect whatever. 

P. T. McVEY &' F. M. MOLESBERRY, 

Attorneys for Plaititiffs. 

Subsequent to the hearing the complainants filed a number of affidavits to sub- 
stantiate their claims, copies of which were furnished the attorney for the railroad 
company. Affidavits were also filed by the railroad company to substantiate its 
claims, copies of which were furnished the attorneys for the complainants. 

The board after due notice had been given, had a final hearing in this case at 
Muscatine, Iowa, on May 11, 1900, at which time the complainants filed a number 
of affidavits in reply to those filed by the railroad company. 

The case was argued orally before the board by Mr. F, M. Molsberry, and Mr. 
L. A. Reily for the complainants, and Mr. Menry Jayne for the railroad company; 
at a later period the above named gentlemen filed with the board written briefs. 

In addition to the allegations made by complainants in their petition and admit- 
ted by the railroad company in its'answer, the Board of Railroad Commissioners 
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find from the testimony submitted, affidavits filed, and from a personal inspection 
of the premises by its members, that the facts are substantially as follows: 

The Muscatine North & South Railroad company constructed its line of railway 
in a westerly direction through and across the land described in the petition, upon 
a right of way one hundred feet in width, leaving something over fifty-three (S3) 
acres of the Westbrook farm on the south side of the track and right of way. 
Upon this tract of land are located a house, out-buildings, barn, etc., not, how- 
ever, the residence buildings of Mr. Westbrook, but which house is occupied by 
one of his employes as a residence. Upon this tract of land there is also a spring 
of living water, the water being piped to the pasture for the use of the stock, 
making this particular property well adapted for a stock form, for which purpose 
it is now largely used. The complainant, Mr. D. H. Westbrook, lives on another 
portion of his farm, his residence being connected with the house and other build- 
ings on the south side of the Muscatine North & South railroad by a private road- 
way extending in a southerly direction through said farm. This private roadway 
is crossed by the C. R. I. &P. Ry., and also by the Muscatine North & South 
Railroad. The Muscatine North & South Railroad extends through the Westbrook 
farm nearly three-fourths (|^) of a mile; at the point where said railway leaves the 
Muscatine slough, near the eastern boundary of the farm inquestion,it is built upon 
a fill, which varies in height from not less than eleven (11) feet to twenty (20) feet, 
extending to a point nearly directly north of the house and other buildings located 
on the south side of the track and right of way, where it crosses the private road- 
way herein referred to; a short distance west of the said crossing of the private 
roadway the fill ends and the railway extends through a cut until it reaches the 
western limits of Mr. Westbrook*s farm. At the point where the said private 
roadway is crossed by the Muscatine North & South Railroad, the fill is about 
eleven (11^ feet above the natural surface of the ground. There is practically no 
point along this line of railway through the Westbrok fdrm where an adequate and 
safe farm crossing at grade could be located; the approaches to such a crossing 
would of necessity be so steep it is doubtful whether it would be possible for a team 
with even a light load to make the ascent. At the point where the private roadway 
is crossed by the railway the railway company has attempted to provide the com- 
plainants in this case with a means of crossing its railroad; in approaching this 
crossing with a team, the driver could only see a train approaching from the east 
about one-third of a mile or from the west about 300 feet. Even though the whistle 
should be sounded and the bell rung, it would be difficult to ascertain upon which 
line of railway the train might be approaching, owing to the close proximity of the 
C. R. I. & P. railway. The fill heretofore referred to increases in height east- 
wardly from the private roadway until at the eastern boundary of the Westbrook 
farm it is about twenty (20) feet high. There is no place along the Muscatine 
North & South Railroad on the Westbrook farm where it is any more practicable 
to construct a crossing at grade than at the point where it is now located. 

While the supreme court of this state in the case of Shrimper vs. C. , M. & St. 
P. Ry. Co., (N. W. Reporter Vol. 82, beginning on page 916^ say that grade 
crossings are the rule in this state and under crossings will not be ordered save in 
exceptional cases, this Board is of the opinion that the conditions of this case come 
within the exception. 

The question has been raised by the railway company that the railway company 
having been obliged to condemn its right of way across the land in question, and 
the damages having been awarded by a sheriff's jury, and an appeal having been 
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taken and trial had in the district court of Louisa county, that the land owner has 
been awarded damages for a grade crossing. We cannot concur in this view of 
the case. We find that a grade crossing is not feasible, safe or reasonable; that 
it would be unsafe and hazardous. This being true it cannot be presumied that the 
court contemplated a grade crossing. 

The commissioners find that at a point not to exceed two hundred and fifty 
(250) feet east of the location of the present crossing north of the farm buildings 
located south of the Muscatine North & South railroad, a good , convenient and ade- 
quate under grade crossing can be constructed , and upon the hearing, this point was 
admitted by complamants and respondent railway company to be a suitable and 
reasonable place for the construction of an under grade crossing. 

The Commissioners believing that an adequate grade crossing upon the West- 
brook farm at any point along the line of the Muscatine North & South railroad 
cannot be constructed within the provisions of section 2022 of the code of 1897i and 
that such a crossing would be of constant danger and hazard, not only to the land 
owner and others who might have lawful occasion to use this crossing, but also to 
the traveling public and employes of the railroad, the Board is therefore of the 
opinion that an under grade farm crossing properly constructed of stone, or of 
steel, with stone abutments, not less than twelve feet wide in the clear, and not 
less than eleven feet high in the clear, be provided by the Muscatine North & 
South railroad company for the use of the complainants herein and others who 
may lawfully use such crossing, within ninety (90) days of the date hereof, and it 
is so ordered. This under grade crossing herein referred to shall have its floor 
grade about two feet higher than the natural surface of the ground on either side 
of said crossing, in order to provide proper drainage. 

Bes Moines, Iowa, July II, 1900, 

In the foregoing case jthe railway company declined to obey the order of the 
board, and the Attorney General was requested to bring suit in the district court of 
Louisa county for enforcement thereof, which was done. When the case was 
called for hearing, however, the following agreed decree was entered by the 
court: 

State of iowa, ex rel Milton Rbmley, 
Attorney General, 

Plaintiff, 
vs. - Decree, 

The Muscatine North & South Rail- | 
WAY Company, | 

Defendant J 

And now on this 16th day of November, A. D. 1900, this cause coming on for 
hearing on the issues joined therein, the plaintiff appearing by Milton Remley, 
Attorney General, F. M. Molsberry and P. T. McVey, and the defendant appear- 
ing by Jayne & Hoffman, C. A. Carpenter and J. W. Seevers, its attorneys, the 
parties agreeing in open court that the findings and orders of the Railroad Com- 
missioners be approved and confirmed, except that the said under grade crossing 
ordered to be built by the defendant be built of wood, piling and plank at the 
point designated in the order of the said commissioners unless the said D. H. 
Westbrook and the defendant mutually agree upon some other point; and it being 
further agreed that the defendant construct the said under grade crossing not later 
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than July 1st, 1901, and pay the costs of this suit, and that one-hundred and fifty 
dollars be taxed against the defendant as attorney's fees for plaintiff's attorneys: 

// is therefore considered, ordered and adjudged by the court that the findings 
and order of the Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa be and the same are 
hereby approved and confirmed, with the exception above named, and to carry 
said order into effect, it is ordered, adjudged and decreed that the said defendant 
construct an undergrade crossing under its railroad in the southeast quarter of 
Section 2, Township 75 north. Range 3 west of 5th P. M., at a point two hundred 
and fifty feet east of the present private grade crossing constructed for D. H. 
Westbrook, Malinda Westbrook and others, owners of the said southeast quarter 
of said Section 2, unless the said D. H. Westbrook and others, owners of the said 
land, and the defendant, mutually agree upon some other point; that such 
crossing be properly constructed of wood, piling and plank in a good and 
substantial manner, the same to be not less than twelve feet wide in the clear 
and not less than eleven feet high in the clear, and its floor grade to be about two 
feet higher than the natural surface of the ground on either side of said crossing, 
the said crossing to be constructed and maintained for the use of the said D. H. 
Westbrook, Malinda Westbrook and others, the owners of the said farm upon 
which the same is to be situated. 

It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that the said defendant construct 
the said crossing completed and ready for use on or before the 1st day of July, 1901. 

It is further ordered and adjudged that the said defendant pay the costs of this 

suit, taxed at $ , and that the sum of $150.00 be taxed as costs against the 

said defendand as attorneys fees for the said plaintiff's attorneys. 



Petition for viaduct. 



No. 2098—1900 

City of Fort Dodge, ^ 

vs. 

DBS MoiNBS & Port Dodge Railroad 

Company, and the Chicago, Rock 

Island & Pacific Railway Company, 

- Lessee, and the Minneapolis & St. 

Louis Railroad Company. 

Petition filed December 30, 1899. 

Hearing at Fort Dodge, February 15, 1900. 

decision of commissioners. 

On the 30th day of December, 1899, Mr. M. J. Mitchell , city solicitor of the city 
of Fort Dodge, Iowa, filed with the Board of Railroad Commissioners at their 
office, the following complaint: 



Complaint. 
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The City of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 

vs. 

The Des Moines & Fort Dodge Rail- 
road Company, and the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Company, Lessee, and the Minne- 
apolis & Saint Louis Railroad Com- 
pany. 

Complainant states that the city of Fort Dodge is a city of the second class, 
havicg a population of over seven thousand; that Third street in said city (for- 
merly Second street) was located and dedicated to the public use in 1859; that the 
Des Moines & Fort Dodge Railroad Company, the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railroad Company, lessee, and the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Railroad Company 
each own and operate railroad tracks across said Third street. On the 18th day of 
December, 1899, the city council of the city of Fort Dodge, by an ordinance duly 
adopted, declared the necessity for the safety and protection of the public of a 
viaduct and approaches thereto upon said Third street over said railroad tracks, a 
copy of which ordinance is attached hereto marked "Exhibit A,'* and made a 
part of this complaint. The necessity for the viaduct and approaches thereto was 
declared under the provisions of Code, section 770, and the plans of said viaduct 
and approaches are prepared according to Code, section 772, and approved by the 
mayor and council. 

Said railroad companies have been notified of the action of the city council and 
the adoption of said ordinance, and a copy of the plans of said viaduct and 
approaches thereto have been sent to each of said railroad companies, but said 
railroad companies have refused and failed to construct said viaduct. 

A copy of the plans for said viaduct as required and approved by the city 
council is attached hereto, marked "Exhibit B," and made a part of this com- 
plaint. 

On the 18th day of December, 1890, the city council adopted a resolution 
instructing the city solicitor and city clerk to request the railroad commissioners to 
make an examination and determine the necessity of said viaduct and approaches 
thereto for the public safety and convenience, and approve the plan required by 
the city council. A copy of said resolution is attached hereto marked *' Exhibit 
C,'* and made a part hereof. 

Wherefore, the city of Fort Dodge, Iowa, complainant herein, prays your Hon- 
orable Board to make an examination and determine the necessity for the public 
safety and convenience of the viaduct and approaches thereto on Third street in 
said city and over the tracks of said railroad companies; and that you also approve 
the plan of said viaduct prepared as required and approved by the city council of 
said city, and as provided by code, section 770, and make such order as you deem 
proper and according to law. 

The City of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 

By M. J. Mitchell, 

City Solicitor. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 253. 
Exhibit **A.** 

An ordinance declaring the necessity for a viaduct and approaches thereto on 
Third street in the city of Fort Dodge, Iowa, over the tracks of the Minneapolis & 
Saint Louis railroad and the Des Moines & Fort Dodge railroad , now occupied and 
controlled by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad company, and determin- 
ing the proportion of said viaduct and approaches to be constructed by each of 
said railroad companies, and providing for the cost of keeping the viaduct and 
approaches in repair, and repealing Ordinance No 247, passed August 10th, 1899. 

Section 1. Be it ordained by the city council of the city of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
that for the safety and protection of the public it is necessary that a viaduct be con- 
structed, completed and maintained over the tracks of the Minneapolis & Saint 
LfOuis railroad and the Des Moines & Fort Dodge railroad, now occupied and con^ 
trolled by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad company, on Third street 
in said city, together with the approaches thereto according to the plans and spec' 
fications for the same now on file in the office of the city clerk of Fort Dodge, 
Iowa, and approved by the city council of said city, asprovided by code, section 770 

Sec. 2. Said railroad companies (the Minneapolis & St Louis and the Des 
Moines & Fort Dodge) are hereby required to construct, complete and maintain 
said viaduct and approaches as above described and declared necessary for the 
public safety and protection when the plan^ for said viaduct and approaches have 
been approved by the Board of Railroad Commissioners, each of said railroad com- 
panies to construct one-half of said viaduct and approaches thereto, or to bearone^ 
half of the cost of constructing said viaduct and approaches. 

Sec. 3. After the completion of said viaduct and approaches any revenue 
derived therefrom by the crossing thereon of street railway lines shall constitute a 
special fund and shall be applied in making repairs to said viaduct. One-half of 
all ordinary repairs to such viaduct or its approaches shall be paid out of such 
fund or be borne by the city and the remaining one-half by the railroad companies 
in the same proportion as was the original cost of construction as provided by 
Code, section 773. 

Sec. 4. All ordinances or parts of ordinances conflicting with the provisions of 
this ordinance are hereby repealed and particularly Ordinance No. 247, passed 
August 10, 1899, published August 12, 1899, and entitled *'An ordinance declaring 
the necessity of a viaduct and approaches on Third street in the city of Fort Dodge 
over the tracks of the Minneapolis & Saint Louis and the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific railroads, and determining the proportion of said' viaduct and approaches 
to be constructed by each of said railroad companies and providing for the cost of 
keeping the viaduct and approaches in repair." 

Sec. 5. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage and publication as by law required. 
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SPECIFICATIONS OF VIADUCT AND IMPROVEMENTS ON NORTH 

THIRD STREET, FORT DODGE, IOWA. 



Exhibit ''B**— 2. 



Said improvements consist of, i. e.: 

A viaduct spanning the right-of-way of the Des Moines & Fort Dodge Railroad 
company and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad company, lessee, and 
the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Railroad company with approaches, piers, columns, 
retaining walls complete in every particular The floor of viaduct may be carried 
by plate girders of open hearth steel, and must be designed to carry a moving load 
of twenty tons in addition to a live load of one hundred pounds per square foot. 

The width of trestle and of viaduct to be thirty-five feet wide with a foot walk 
at side. 

The trestle to be framed of timber, the bents setting on stone piers To carry 
the same safe load as specified for viaduct . Trestle to extend from viaduct to dirt 
filling at the south of present bridge, and will be two hundred and fifty feet long 
or more. 

The dirt filling will be made to grade as shown on plan. 

RESOLUTION. 



Exhibit **C. 



tt 



. Whbrbas, in the matter of the proposed viaduct and approaches thereto on 
Third street, over the tracks of the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Railroad, and the 
railroad track occupied and controlled by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Company, said Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company has offi- 
cially informed the Board of Railroad Commissioners "that the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway Company owns no right of way or property in the city of 
Fort Dodge,** and that '*the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company 
has no interest in this property, except as lessee of the Des Moines & Fort Dodge 
Railroad Company,'* and, it appearing that the title to the railway track, right of 
way, and property occupied by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in the city of Fort Dodge is in the Des Moines & Fort Dodge Railroad Com- 
pany, 

Therefore be it Resolved by the city council of the city of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
that the city solicitor and the city clerk are hereby authorized and instructed to 
prepare the proper and necessary ordinance and notices, under the provisions of 
Code, section 770, for the construction of a viaduct and approaches on Third street, 
in the city of Fort Dodge, over the tracks of the Minneapolis & Saint Louis rail- 
road and the track of the Des Moines & Fort Dodge railroad , now occupied and 
controlled by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Company, and that the 
proper and necessary action be taken by the city of Fort Dodge to have said via- 
duct and approaches approved by the Board of Railroad Commissioners, according 
to the plans and specifications for the same now on file in the office of the city clerk, 
and approved by the city council of the city of Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
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During the latter part of February, 1900, the complainant, the city of Fort 
Dodge, filed the following amendment to its complaint: 

"The city of Fort Dodge, Iowa, by leave of the Board of Railroad Commia 
sioners, amends its complaint heretofore filed as follows: 

' *In June, 1892, the Board of Railroad Commissioners, after investigation and 

* 'bearing, made an order in the matter of the viaduct on Second street, now Third 
* 'street, in said city, over the right of way of said railroad companies. Said 
* ' decision is set out on pages 802, 803, 804 and 805, Railroad Commissioner's Report 

* 'for the year 1892. At that time the city of Fort Dodge had a population of less 

* 'than seven thousand, as shown by the official census of 1890. No steps have been 

* 'taken by either the city or railroad companies to carry out the provisions of said 
* ' decision . 

' 'The present proceeding is under a different section of the Code and the plain- 
"tiff, in addition to the prayer of its complaint, asks that, if necessary, in this 

* 'proceeding the decision of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of June 8, 1892, 
" be so modified or set aside as not to interfere with this proceeding by the city of 
' 'Fort Dodge, Iowa, under the provisions of the law applicable to cities having a 

* 'population of over seven thousand' (Signed) 

City of Fort Dodgb by M. J. Mitchell, 

CUy Solid for.** 

On the 19th day of January, 1900, Mr, R, M. Wright, attorney for the Minne- 
apolis & St. Louis Railway Company, filed the following answer in said pro- 
ceedings: 

In the matter of the Third street crossing at Fort Dodge, Iowa. 

The City of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 

vs. 

The Des Moines & Fort Dodge Rail- • 
ROAD Company, and the Minneapo- I 
LIS & Saint Louis Railroad Com- j 

PANY. J 

Comes now the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Railroad company, and states to 
your honorable body, that what is termed Third street in the complaint of the city 
of Fort Dodge, was in 1891 and 1892 called and known as Second street; that in 
September, 1891, a complaint was filed before your honorable body by the city of 
Fort Dodge, Iowa, asking that this defendant, the Minneapolis & Saint Louis 
Railroad company, and another be required to construct a viaduct over Second 
street in said city at the identical place where it is now asked by said city of Fort 
Dodge, that these defendants construct the viaduct asked for in the complaint of 
said city. 

Par. 2. That your honorable body filed its opinion or decision in said case on 
the 8th day of June, 1892, after having heard a vast amount of testimony, and 
after having made a personal inspection and examination of the place where it wajs 
asked that this defendant should construct said viaduct. 

That said decision is set out on pages 802, 803, 804 and 805 of the Railroad 
Commissioners* Report for the year 1892, a copy of which decision is hereto 
attached, marked "Exhibit A,*' and made a part hereof. That it was found by 
your honorable body that after the city should have constructed a practicable road- 
way at each side and up to the right of way at the proper elevation to cross the 
railroads, that the railroads should construct and complete a bridge and such other 
roadway over the right of way as might be suitable for the street crossing. 

Par. 3. That since the making of the said order by your honorable body, the 
conditions in respect to the desirability of such viaduct and the difficulties and 
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conditions in reference to constructing the same have in no wise changed, save 
perhaps, that there are four or five more houses to the north of said proposed 
viaduct, than there were in the year 1892, and Round Prairie, that would by 
such viaduct be connected with Fort Dodge, is not used for county fairs and such 
like purposes to as great an extent as it was in the year 1892, so that the actual 
travel over the proposed viaduct would be less today than it would have been in 
1892, had the viaduct been then in existence. 

Par. 4. And this defendant further avers that since 1892 the plaintiff city has 
done nothing in the way of working said Third street or improving the same, and 
it has in no manner attempted to construct a proper roadway at each side and up 
to the right of way of these defendants, so as to cross the said railroads, and this 
defendant further avers that until the city construct the roadways in the manner 
required by said order, this defendant ought not to be required to do anything in 
the premises, and the request and claim of the city should be denied. 

Par. 5. That after the city has completed the work as provided for in said order, 
if these defendants fail or refuse to do the work contemplated by the said order, 
then the powers of your honorable body might appropriately be called into activity, 
but that until such work has been done no order should be made requiring these 
defendants to do anything in the premises, and for this the defendant will ever pray. 

Signed, R. M. Wright, 

Attorney for the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Railroad Company. 



Exhibit A. 

City of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 

vs. 

The Chicago, Rock- Island & Pacific 
Railway Company , and Minneapolis 
& Saint Louis Railw^ay (W. H. 
Truesdale, receiver). 



Overhead Street Crossing, 



Complaint filed September 19, 1891 

On September 19, 1891, CM. Hamilton, clerk of the city of Fort Dodge, filed 
in the office of the commissioners a paper asking that the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific and the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Railway companies be required to erect 
a crossing over their lines on Second street in the city of Fort Dodge, said street 
having been located and dedicated to the public use in 1859; the city had officially 
made a demand on the companies for the crossing and had been refused. The 
paper further states that the city had taken measures to open the street for travel, 
had erected a bridge across Soldier creek and begun the grading on said street. 

The answer of Mr. Truesdale, receiver of the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Rail- 
way, is that this is a matter that the commission should not take jurisdiction of, 
but leave for the determination of the courts. He sends a copy of the letter of his 
attorney, which contains, succinctly stated, the reasons why the company should 
not be compelled to make the crossing. 

First, — The extension of the street is not a public matter, but a private specu- 
lation, the city granting permission to open and extend the street on condition that 
the projectors should bear the expense and the city be put to no cost in its con- 
struction . 
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Second. — It is a matter of no interest to the general public, but would afford 
access to the fair grounds once a year, but there is always a much better road to 
them than the bridge by which it is proposed to span this chasm. 

Third.— Thev^ is no legal highway at this place, the street having been aban- 
doned many years. The gp*ound has been occupied by the railway companies and 
private individuals^ for private uses and there is no legal highway there. 

The letter further states that the expenditure, which will be large, is for the 
benefit of a few individuals, and that the city, by its resolution, has guarded its- 
self from any expense. It further holds that there is a legal defense against the 
enforcement of this claim and therefore the commissioners should not take juris" 
diction. 

In a subsequent letter Mr. Clarke, the attorney for the Minneapolis & Saint 
LfOuis Railway, calls attention to the fact that the road is in the hands of a receiver, 
that the receiver is an officer of the court and cannot expend money for any pur- 
pose except as ordered by the court; that the question is one which is beyond the 
jurisdiction of the commissioners as it would be a direct interference with the prop- 
erty. 

After some further correspondence the commissioners went to Fort Dodge, 
December, 1891, and took the testimony offered by the city and the railway com- 
panies. It seemed to be established by testimony that Round Prairie, which Sec- 
ond street extended north of the railway crossings, would reach, contained about 
acres of land nearer the center of population of the city than any property 
now unoccupied that was desirable for residences; that Second street was originally 
laid out and dedicated to public use and run nearly centrally through Round Prairie 
and on the west side of the public square. The street was continuous from the 
south to the north line of the city. 

The city council, in the exercise of powers conferred upon them, granted the 
railway companies the right of way over this street. The nature of the ground 
was such that this street was not practicable for crossing or public use at the time 
the railway companies took possession. 

At the center of Williams street, one block west and one block north of the 
public square, the surface of ground is 88 feet above the surface of water in Soldier 
creek; at the east line of the right of way the surface of ground is twenty- nine feet 
above the water; seventy-five feet west of this point is nine feet above. The bot- 
tom of the valley or flat land is about five hundred feet in width before it begins 
to rise going north. The natural surface of the center of Mary street in Round 
Prairie, six hundred and fifty feet north of the creek, is one hundred and ten feet 
above water in creek. From these statements it will readily be seen that under 
any conditions the crossing of this valley would involve a very considerable embank- 
ment or roadway. The track of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway is 
about seven feet higher than the main line of the Minneapolis & Saint Louis, and 
is the farthest west. The space now allowed for safety for a bridge over the tracks 
of a railway is twenty feet; adding two feet for the depth of a structure at the 
north line of the right of way, the floor of the bridge would be fifty-one feet above 
the surface of water. 

The amount of material required to fill this valley, as estimated by the engineer 
of the company, Mr. Campbell, is 50,000 cubic yards The expense of making a 
highway crossing that would be practicable is admitted by all parties to be consid- 
erable. It is also admitted that before or since the construction of the railways the 
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street was never used as a highway, and its condition was such its use was imprac- 
ticable. 

The Commissioners do not deem it their duty to determine the question raised 
in the first and second sections of the answer, as the city officials ask their inter- 
ference, and whether it is for purposes of speculation or general utility, it is a mat- 
ter for the city authorities to settle, and it is fair to presume that it was properly 
done before the application was made 

The third clause in the answer is that there is no legal highway at this place, 
and the ground has been occupied by the railway companies and private individ- 
uals for private use. 

The Commissioners understand that this street was laid out and dedicated to 
the public use more than thirty years ago; that the city council in giving the use 
of the street to the railway company did not, by this action surrender the right of 
the public to its use. So far as private occupation is concerned there is no claim 
that any individual disputes the right of the city to this street, and if they did, it 
is the opinion of the Board that adverse possession for any period of time would 
not deprive the city of its rights to the streets and alleys. Whether the Board 
should take jurisdiction, and whether the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Road, being 
in the hands of a receiver who is an officer of the court, the interference of the 
Commission would be impertinent, are matters that in all probability will come 
before the court that appointed the receiver, and the action of the board will only 
facilitate the determination of these questions. 

Section 19300! McClain's Code reads as follows: Any such corporation may raise or lower any 
turnpike, plank road or other highway for the purpose of havinir its railway cross over or under the 
same, and in such cases said corporation shall put such highway, as soon as may be, in as good repair 
and condition as before such alteration. 

There was no crossing practible for use at this point before the railways were 
constructed and the conditions since that time caused by the construction of the 
tracks, make any other than an over-crossing impossible. There are three tracks, 
the center three feet lower than the east, and between six and seven feet lower than 
the west track, so that if it were possible to get the roadway to grade at the lineof 
the right of way the diflference of the height of tracks would make the crossing 
impracticable. If crossed, there must be over the right-of-way a bridge, giving a clear 
roadway of twenty feet above the highest track, involving a large outlay in the 
building of the roadway across the Soldier creek valley. 

Under the section of the code above quoted it became the duty of the railway 
company to put the highway in as good condition for travel as it was before The 
highway before the road was built was practicable only for persons traveling on 
foot; it is still so and probably has always been. For teams it was and is impractic- 
able. The question then arises on the facts submitted. The city of Fort Dodge 
desires to open this street. It has bridged the creek and begun an enbankment 
across the flat in the direction of the railway. When the roadway is completed to 
the right of way of the railroad company, has the railway company a right to say 
that the road shall stop there? 

The commissioners think not. The right of way over this street was g^nted to 
the company, but the right of the public to the use of the street was not, as they 
learned, ever parted with. If it was not, it seems the duty of the railway com- 
panies when the conditions make it necessary to provide a crossing over their tracks, 
to do so, and it is the opinion of the board that after the city shall have constructed 
practicable roadways at each side and up to the right of way at the proper elevation 
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to cross the railroads that the railway companies should construct and complete 
the bridge and such other roadway over the right of way as may be suitable for 
the street crossing. It is intended that the railway construction shall be confined 
to the right of way as nearly as possible and accomplish the object sought. It may 
be impracticable in constructing the work for the city and the railway companies 
to divide their work on the exact line of right of way , but it is the intention of the 
commissioners to require the railroad company to supply the portion of the roadway 
over their right of way in such manner as to enable the city to connect the roadway 
outside the right of way with it. This is all the city claims. 

The order of the commissioners is that the respondent companies, the Chicago 
Rock Island «& Pacific Railway company and the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway , 
shall within thirty days after the city of Fort Dodge shall have constructed a prac- 
ticable roadway on each side up to the right of way of said companies at the 
proper elevation to cross the railroad tracks twenty-two feet above the top of the 
rail of the highest track, construct and complete a bridge and such other roadway 
on its right of way only as may be necessary and suitable for the continuation of 
such street grade over and across said right of way, such construction so required 
to be confined to the right of way as heretofore described 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 8, 1892. 

On February 14, 1900, the Minneapolis &St. Louis Railway company filed the 
following amendment to its answer: 

Thk City of Fort Dodge 



vs. 



Thb Minneapolis Sz St. Louis Railroad | 
Company, ^/ al. J 

Comes now the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad company, and amends its 
answer hereto filed in the above entitled cause by adding thereto the following as 
a separate and partial defense. 

This defendant states that the necessity for an elevated crossing over Third 
Street is not occasioned by the location of the respondent's railroad across the said 
street, nor by the location of the railroad of the other defendant across the same, 
but that the same is occasioned by the actual contour and configuration of 
the ground where it is proposed to construct the viaduct, and that an elevated 
crossing would be just as necessary if the railroads were not located across the said 
street as it is now. That it the defendants build a viaduct across their right of 
way , the city of Fort Dod^e will to a corresponding extent be saved an expense 
which it would otherwise have to incur if the railroads were not there; and this 
defendant avers that by reason of the facts alleged it would be unjust and inequit- 
able to require these defendants to construct any part of the approaches or any 
part of the said viaduct other than that part extextending over and across the right 
of way, and ovej- that only. 

(Signed) R. M Wright, 

Attorney for the Minneapolis & St Louis Railroad Company. 

And on the 10th day of February, 19, Mr. Carroll Wright, attorney for the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway.Company , filed the following answers for 
the Des Moines & Fort Dodge Railroad Company and the Chicago , Rock Island 
& Pacific Railway Company respectively: 
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City of Fort Dodgb. Iowa, 

vs. 

Des Moines & Port Dodge Railroad 
Company, Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway Company, Lessee, 
AND THE Minneapolis & Saint Louis 
Railroad Company. 

Comes now the Des Moines & Fort Dodge Railroad company and in response 
to the complaint filed herein by the city of Fort Dodge, Iowa, says: 

First, — That in 1891 the complainant herein filed a petition with this body 
asking that an overhead crossing be constructed over the lands then occupied by 
the Des Moines & Fort Dodge Railroad company and the Minneapolis & Saint Louis 
Railroad company. That after said complaint was filed there was a full hearing 
in reference to all the matters involved therein . That the members of the railroad 
commission personally inspected the ground and heard a vast amount of evidence 
in reference to the necessity of a crossing at the point referred to in said complaint. 
That after said hearing, this commission ordered that the railway companies inter- 
ested therein should within thirty days after the city of Fort Dodge had constructed 
a practical roadway on each side up to the right-of-way of said railway companies, 
construct and complete a bridge twenty-two feet above the top of the rail of the 
tracks of said railway companies. That the place where the said crossing was 
desired is identical with the one referred to in the complaint herein. That since 
the entry of said order by said railroad commissioners, the Des Moines & Fort 
Dodge Railroad company has been willing to comply with the order as soon as the 
city of Fort Dodge had constructed the roadway in said order referred to. That 
the conditions in reference to the necessity of said crossing and roadway have not 
changed since the entry of said order, and the Des Moines & Fort Dodge Railroad 
company now avers its willingness to comply with the original order made in the 
proceedings hereinbefore referred to, and insists that said order is conclusive 
upon all questions involved in this matter. 

Second. — For further response to the complaint of the petitioner herein, the 
Des Moines & Ft. Dodge Railroad Co . says: That the over-crossing asked for in this 
proceeding is not rendered necessary in any manner by reason of the location or 
construction of the railroad tracks referred to in said complaint. That the con- 
tour of the ground at Third street is of such character that if the city of Ft. Dodge 
desired a street from the bluff described in the complaint herein, it would be 
necessary to construct a bridge, and this would be necessary without reference to 
the fact that there were any railroad tracks in the vicinity thereof. 

Third. — The Des Moines & Ft. Dodge Railroad Co. for further response to the 
application herein says: That to comply with the plan of the petitioners herein 
would involve an expense of about $18,000. That if said railroad company and 
the other railroad companies made parties hereto were required to construct the 
overhead crossing and the approaches thereto, the amount of money necessary to 
build the trestle and the iron superstructure would amount to at least $18,000. 
That to require the said railroad companies to incur such an expense would be 
unjust, in view of the fact that the overhead crossing is not in any sense made 
necessary by reason of the location of the railroad tracks at the points designated 
upon the plat filed with the commissioners. 
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Fourth.— The Des Moines & Ft. Dodge Railroad Co. for further response to 
the complaint of the petitioners herein says: That it only owns a few miles of 
track in the city of Ft. Dodge. That it enters Ft. Dodge over lines belonging to 
another railroad company, and its track is only used to a limited extent That 
because of the infrequency of its trains a grade crossing would not be dangerous. 
That because of said facts it would be unjust to require the Des Moines & Ft. 
Dodge Railroad Co. to pay its proportion of the expense of the construction of a 
viaduct and approaches as described in the complaint herein. 

Fifth. — That an over-crossing, in view of the contour of the ground and the 
people to be accommodated thereby, is wholly unnecessary. That the farming 
community west and north of Ft. Dodge do not and will not reach that town over 
the highway contemplated by the complainant. That there are not to exceed 
twenty (20) families who would naturally reach the city of Ft. Dodge over this 
proposed crossing. That because of such situation of affairs it w^ould be unfair 
and unjust to require said Des Moines and Ft. Dodge Railroad Co. to pay any con- 
siderable portion of the cost of said over-crovssing. 

Wherefore, your respondent asks that no further order be made herein. 
The Des Moines & Ft. Dodge Railroad Co., by Carroll Wright; 

Its Attorney . 

City of Fort Dodge 

vs. 

Drs Moikbs & Fort Dodge Railroad 
Company, Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway Company, Lessee, 
and the Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad Company. 

Comes now the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Company, respondent 
herein, and says: 

First —It makes all the statements contained in the response of the Des Moines 
& Port Dodge Railroad Company a part of its response to the complainant herein. 
Second. — It says that it has no interest in the property over which the proposed 
viaduct is to be constructed, except as a lessee of the Des Moines & Fort Dodge 
Railroad Company. That several years ago it leased the line of the Des Moines & 
Fort Dodge Railroad Company, and since that time has been operating the same 
under said lease. That said lease will expire within a very few years. 

Wherefore, It says that no order shall be made requiring it to pay any portion 
of the expense of the construction of the proposed overcrossing or viaduct. 

The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company. 

By Carroll Wright, 

Its Attorney. 

The board fixed February IS, 1900, at the city of Fort Dodge for the hearing of 
said complaint. Upon said date all of the commissioners were present and the 
respective parties were represented by their attorneys. The board proceeded to 
personally inspect the place where the viaduct in question is asked for, and heard 
all the testimony offered for and against the construction of said viaduct, and the 
liability of the railway companies to contribute to or pay for the expense of con- 
structing the same. 
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This case was before the Board of Railroad Commissioners and was decided by 
said board during the year 1892, and the decision of the board therein may be 
found in the commissioners' report for 1892 beginning on page 802. 

The facts as found by the Board of Railroad Commissioners upon the former 
hearing are substantially the same as they now exist, with the exception of the 
increase of population of the city of Fort Dodge and some other minor changes; 
reference is herein made to that part of of the former decision for a statement of 
the facts as considered by this board upon the present hearing. 

It is contended by the city of Fort Dodge that the present proceedings should be 
regarded and treated independently of the former hearing of the proceedings had 
thereunder, for the reason that the city of Fort Dodge at the time of the former hear- 
ing did not have a population of 7,000 inhabitants, but that at the time of the present 
hearing it has a population of 7,000 inhabitants and over, and that therefore sec- 
tions 770, 771, 772, 773, and 774 of the Code of Iowa are made applicable thereto, 
and as such city through its city council has complied with all legal requirements, 
including the adoption of the necessary ordinance, it has a legal right to demand and 
insist that the railway companies should be compelled to build the viaduct in question 
and including the approaches thereto; by an amendment subsequently filed the 
city of Fort Dodge asks the Board of Railway Commissioners, at this hearing to 
treat this as an application for a rehearing or modification of the Board of Railway 
Commissioners' former decision. Section 770 of the Code of 1897 is the section of 
the statutes under which it is contended by the city of Port Dodge that the Board 
of Railway Commissioners is authorized to make the ruling aod .decision asked for 
in its application. This section is as follows: 

"Cities having a population of seven thousand or over shall have power to 
require any railroad company, owning or operating any railroad tracks upon or 
across any public streets of such city to erect, construct, reconstruct, complete, 
and maintain to the extent hereinafter provided, any viaduct upon or along such 
streets, and over or under such tracks, including the approaches thereto, as may 
be declared by ordinances of such city necessary for the safety and protection of 
the public. The approaches to any such viaduct shall not exceed a total distance 
of eight hundred feet, but no such viaduct shall be required on more than every 
fourth street running in the same direction, and no railway company shall be 
required to build or contribute to the building of more than one such viaduct, 
with its approaches, in any one year; nor shall any viaduct be required until the 
board of railway commissioners shall, after examination, determine the same to be 
necessary for the public safety and convenience, and the plans of said viaduct 
♦ * * have been approved by said Board." 

Prom a personal inspection of Third street and the place where it is proposed to 
construct and build the viaduct the Board is convinced that this proposed viaduct 
is not made necessary by reason of the construction of the railway tracks crossing 
this street and the operation of trains thereon; but that it is made necessary by 
reason , and on account of the surface of the ground between the banks on each 
side thereof being very much lower, so much so that it is unfit for traveling, except 
perhaps, for foot passengers. See findings of fact in former decision. 

This being the physical condition of the grounds, what is the duty of the board? 
True the railway crosses this street, and if we should be obliged to follow the exact 
language of the statute, we confess we might be able to make the order contended 
for, but as we read this section of the statute it gives the board a discretionary 
power; it provides * * nor shall any viaduct be required until the Board of Railway 
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Commissioners shall have examined and determined the same to be necessary for 
the public safety and convenience, and the plans of said viaduct prepared as here- 
inafter provided, shall have been approved by said Board/' 

It would seem from the language above quoted that the Board should first 
determine whether or not this viaduct is necessary for the public safety. If the 
street in question should first be placed in a condition to enable the public to use 
it with reasonable convenience and safety, the city of Fort Dodge would be obliged 
to fill the low surface between the banks, and this fill would necessarily have to be 
made to a considerable extent. In any event, as we view the premises, it would 
have to be made to such an extent that it would carry the surface of the street far 
above the present location of the railway's tracks. Could we then say after that 
had been accomplished that under this section of the statute the public safety and 
convenience would demand a viaductoverandacross the railway company's tracks, 
the expense to be borne entirely by the railway company? This section of the 
statute seems to contemplate a condition that requires a viaduct by reason and on 
account of the construction of the railway and the operation thereof over and 
across the street where the viaduct may be required. 

We have serious doubts whether we would have power and authority to act in a 
case similar to the one under consideration, where the viaduct was not made 
necessary by reason and on account of the constructibn and operation of the rail- 
way, if general power and authority was not given this board by the statute. We 
have reached the conclusion, however, that under the general power and authority 
conferred upon the board of railroad commissioners we have the right and 
authority to act independent of section 770 of the code, and in doing so we would 
not be obliged to follow the plans and specifications submitted to the board upon 
this hearing. 

In the arguments of coun.sel for the railway companies the point is made, and 
urged with a good deal of force, that unless the plans and specifications are 
approved by the board they must be rejected , and it would have no authority to 
change or modify the same and therefore must make no order herein. If we have 
authority, under the general statutes of the state, to make an order in this case, 
then we would not be obliged to follow any specific plans for specifications for the 
construction of this viaduct. We believe that in so far as the construction of the 
viaduct is concerned the city of Fort Dodge and the two railways ought to agree 
with reference to the manner and method of its construction. We are of the 
opinion that the railway companies, that is, the Des Moines & Fort Dodge Rail- 
way company and the Minneapolis & Saint Louis Railroad comp my should con- 
struct and maintain a viaduct in a good, substantial and safe manner, over the 
right of way occupied by the two companies, and the approach thereto extend- 
ing from the companies' right of way on Third street, being the south approach to 
and upon the said viaduct. In order that there may be no controversy with refer- 
ence to the construction of this viaduct it is ordered by the Commission that the 
city of Fort Dodge shall have the right to construct the said viaduct over and 
across the railway companies' right of way and including the south approach; the 
plans and specifications, however, for the construction of the viaiuct, including a 
description of the material proposed to be used in its construction, shall be first 
submitted to the railway companies and shall be approved by them . And in case the 
railway companies and the city of Fort Dodge are unable to agree therein the 
same may be submitted to the Board of Railroad Commissioners for its approval 
The reasonable and necessary cost of the construction of the viaduct across the 
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railway companies* right of way and including the south approach shall be fully 
borne and paid by the railway companies, each company paying one-half thereof; 
the amount due and payable for said work and construction shall be paid when 
certified to by the civil engineer of the city of Fort Dodge. 

In case either of the parties hereto desire any modification of the order respect- 
ing the construction of the viaduct or the payment thereof, an application may b© 
made to the Board of Railroad Commissioners and a hearing may be granted 
therein. 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 7, 1900. 



- Petition for ">"* Track at Waterloo, 



No. 2099-1900. 
The Fowler Company, and Others, 

vs. 

Chicago Great Western Railway Com- 
pany, Illinois Central Railroad 
Company 

Petition filed January 4, 1900. 

An application was made to the Board of Railroad Commissioners by a large 
number of wholesalers and other interests of Waterloo , Iowa, requesting the com- 
mission to require the Illinois Central Railroad company and the Chicago Great 
Western Railway company, at a point where one railroad crosses the other to con- 
nect the two railways by a Y track; no particular point was mentioned or referred 
to in the petition or the application where such Y track connection should be made. 

During the year 1898 a similar application was made to the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners and a hearing had on the questions arising thereunder. At such 
hearing it was found that the public interests and demand for a Y track were suffi- 
cient and that a Y track connection should be made; at that time the Y track was 
asked to be established at the point where the Illinois Central Railroad company's 
line crosses that of the Chicago Great Western Railway company at grade on 
Water street in said city of Waterloo. Upon that investigation and hearing it was 
found that in order to construct the Y track at the point desired and requested it 
would be necessary to lay the tracks of the Y track connection , or some of them , 
upon and along Water and Sixth streets and that no authority had been granted or 
permission given therefor by the city of Waterloo. The Board held in that case 
that it would be without authority to make such order until such permission or 
authority had been first obtained from the city council of Waterloo. 

The board fixed February 20, 1900, at Waterloo, as the time and place where 
the hearing would be had upon the application herein. At that time the Chicago 
Great Western Railway company was represented by its counsel, Mr. D. W. Law- 
ler of St. Paul, Minn, and Mr. O. C. Miller of Waterloo, Iowa; the Illinois Central 
Railroad Company was represented by its superintendent, Mr. F. B. Harriman, 
and the citizens who made the application were represented by Messrs. Fowler, 
Wanger, Ricker and others. The conditions not having changed concerning the 
public necessity for the Y and the demands therefor, it was stated by the com- 
mission that it would not hear any testimony or statements upon that point, and 
that the only question that was submitted to the board at this hearing was its 
light and authority to make a ruling with reference to the Y connection being 
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made at what is known as the Water street crossing. These questions were fully 
presented by the respective parties. Prior to the holding of the hearing on Feb- 
ruary 20 the city of Waterloo had obtained a temporary injunction against both 
railways enjoining them from lapng tracks or otherwise invading Sixth and Water 
streets in the construction of the Y in question. At this hearing that injunc- 
tion had not been disposed of but was still pending in the district court of Black- 
hawk county. 

The point on Water street where one road crosses the other, and in that locality, 
is one of the business streets of the city of Waterloo , extending in a northerly and 
southerly direction; Sixth street is one of the business streets of the city of Water- 
loo, running nearly east and west, crossing Water street. The Illinois Central 
railroad extends for a considerable distance along Water street with what is known 
as the Belt Line, this line being used by all passenger trains operated by the Illi- 
nois Central Railroad company through Waterloo, and for the purpose of switch- 
ing cars to and from its main line to one of its freight stations in Waterloo. The 
main tracks of the Chicago Great Western Railway company extend nearly parallel 
to and between Sixth and Seventh streets for a considerable distance. 

Another point was suggested upon the hearing where the Y might be con- 
structed, which is a considerable distance north and east of the Water street cross- 
ing, perhaps a half mile or thereabouts. This is at a point where the main line of 
the two railways cross, and is an over crossing, that is, the Chicago Great Western 
railway passes over the Illinois Central railroad at an elevation of about twenty 
feet. In order to construct a Y at this point it would require a Y track about a 
half mile in length. These distances are all a matter of estimate. 

In the construction of the Chicago Great Western railway over one of the streets 
upon which this Y would necessarily be constructed, if ordered at this point, 
the Chicago Great Western Railway Company passes over the same at a reasonable 
elevation, thereby making an undergrade street crossing. If this Y should be 
located to pass over this street at the same grade as that of the Chicago Great 
Western Railway it would require- in the construction thereof quite a large expense, 
the amount thereof we are unable to determine without estimates made by civil 
engineers. 

Since the hearing the commissioners have received a certified copy of what pur- 
ports to be a resolution passed by the city council of Waterloo under date of Feb- 
ruary 26, 1900, which resolution states that it is 

* ^ Resolved y By the city council of the city of Waterloo, Iowa, that the prayer of the 
petition of the property owners adjoining Sixth and Water streets wherein it is asked 
that permission be not granted the Illinois Central and Chicago Great Western Railway 
companies to build a wye is hereby granted, and permission is refused said rail- 
way companies to build and construct a wye on said named streets. Be it 

Resolved^ By the city council of the city of Waterloo, Iowa, that permission is 
hereby granted the Illinois Central and the Chicago Great Western Railway com- 
panies to cross Lane and Mobile streets at grade of said streets in the building 
and construction of a wye by said railway companies, provided, said companies 
construct said wye wholly on the right of way of said companies as now owned 
by them.** 

We find in this case that the physical conditions of the premises upon Sixth 
and Water streets are such that a wye could be constructed at a reasonable ex- 
pense; and that the two railway companies have mutually agreed to construct a 
wye at this point and were engaged in such construction when the injunction was 
obtained; we also find that we have no authority to order the construction thereof 
in view of the proceedings now pending in the district court of Blackhawk county 

6 
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and the action of the city council of Waterloo with reference thereto. Therefore, 
this application is denied. 

Respecting the construction of a Y track at the point where the main lines cross, 
we are not sufficiently advised at this time with reference to the wishes or request 
of the petitioners, because the action of the city council was taken after the case 
was heard by the Board at Waterloo, and for the additional reason that we have 
no estimates with reference to the probable cost of the construction thereof. If 
the construction of the Y at this point is demanded or required, a written ap- 
plication may be made to this Board setting out such demand or requirements, and 
after taking the matter up with the railway companies respecting the cost thereof, 
we will then decide the question whether or not a Y track should be constructed at 
the said point. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 4, 1900. 



No. 2100—1900. 

In the matter of the condemnation of lands for additional depot g^unds by the 
Iowa Central Railway Company at Marsh Station, Louisa county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Iowa Central Railway company for permis- 
sion to condemn certain lands for additional depot grounds at Marsh Station in 
Louisa county and the state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the 
state do hereby certify, that upon the application of the Iowa Central Railway 
company to this Board , stating the desire of said Company to condemn the prop- 
erty, hereinafter more particularly described, for additional depot g^unds for the 
use of said Company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity with law to examine 
into the matter of said application and do hereby certify that in the opinion of the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners the additional lands described in said applica* 
tion are necessary for the reasonable transaction of the business present and pros- 
pective of said Railway Company at said station, to-wit: 

Commencing where the south line of the right of way of the Iowa Central rail- 
way crosses the east line of section No. thirty (30) in township No. seventy-three 
(73), north of range No. four (4), west of the fifth principal meridan in Louisa 
county, Iowa, said point being twenty-five (25) feet distant southwesterly at right 
angles from center line of main track of said Railway Company; thence north, 
westerly on and along the south line of said right of way, which is parallel with 
and twenty-five (25) feet distant at right angles from said center line a distance of 
seventeen hundred and forty (1740) feet; thence due south 27.1 feet; thence south- 
easterly parallel with above mentioned south line of right of way and twenty- five 
(25) feet distant therefrom seventeen hundred and forty (1740) feet to the east line 
of said section No. thirty (30); thence north on and along said section line 27.1 
feet to the place of beginning, and containing one (1) acre more or less, all in the 
northeast quarter (X) of said section No. thirty (30), township No. seventy-three 
(73), range No. four (4) in Iowa. 

In witness whereof, the said Board of Railroad Commissioners have caused this 
certificate to be executed and duly signed and attested by its Chairman with 
instructions that the same be filed with the clerk of the district court in and for 
Louisa county, Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, this 20th day of November, 1900. 

D.J. Palmbr, 
Chairman Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, 
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No. 2101-1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Dubuque & Sioux City Railroad company for 
permission to condemn certain lands in Butler county, state of Iowa, (addi- 
tional depot grounds) 

In the matter of the petition of the Dubuque & Sioux City Railroad company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1996 of the code 
of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-Eighth General 
Assembly, in the county of Butler, State of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application 
of the Dubuque & Sioux City railroad company to the Board stating the desire of 
said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for 
additional grounds for the use of said company, the commissioners proceeded in 
comformity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do here- 
by certify that the additional lands described in said application are necessary for 
the use of said railway company, to- wit: 

A strip of land twenty-six (26) feet wide along and adjoining said right of way 
of said railroad on the north side thereof. Said strip of land commencing at the 
west line of the northeast quarter (N. E.) of the southeast (S. E.) quarter of sec- 
tion twenty-eight (28) , in township ninety (90) north of range sixteen (16) , west 
of the 5th P. M , Iowa, in said county, and extending thence easterly to the east 
line of the northwest (N. W ) quarter of the southwest (S W.) quarter of section 
twenty-seven (27) in the same township and range, and containing one and 58-100 
acres, including the highway crossed by said strip of land on the section line 
between said sections twenty-seven (27) and twenty-eight (28) . 

Also a strip of land seventy-eight (78) feet wide along and adjoining said right 
of way of said railroad, on the south side thereof, commencing at the west line 
of said north-east (N. E ) quarter of the southeast (S. E.) quarter of said section 
twenty -eight (28) and extending thence easterly to the east line of the west half 
(W. 1-2) of the southwest (S. W.) quarter of said section twenty-seven (27), con- 
taining (including the highway on the section line between said sections 27 and 
28) , four and 84-100 acres. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its Secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Butler county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, August 6, 1900. 



No. 2102—1900. 

In the matler of the petition of the Burlington , Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway 
company for permission to condemn certain lands for additional depot grounds 
at West Liberty, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Burlington , Cedar Rapids & Northern Rail- 
way company for vjermission to condemn certain lands for additional depot 
grounds in the town of Wes Liberty, Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commissioners 
of the state of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Norihern Railway company to the Board stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for 
additional depot grounds for the use of said company, the Commissioners pro- 
ceeded in conformity with law to examine iato the matter of said application, and 
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do hereby certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners , the 
additional lands described in said application are necessary for the reasonable 
transaction of the business present and prospective of such railway company, to- wit: 

Beginning at a point where west boundary line of right of way of the B. , C. R. 
& N. Ry , intersects east line of out lot ten in town of West Liberty, Muscatine 
county, said point being fifty feet distant at right angles from center line of said 
railway track; thence in a southeasterly direction parallel to and fifty feet distant 
from center of said railway track 275 feet, thence in a northwesterly direction to a 
stone at southeast corner of said out lot ten; thence north to a point of beginning, 
containing seventeen one-hundredths (17-100) acres more or less. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its Secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Muscatine county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, May 23, 1900. 



No. 2103-1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway 
company for permission to condemn certain lands for additional depot grounds 
at Bayfield, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petitition of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Rail- 
way company for permission to condemn certain lands for additional depot grounds 
in the town of Bayfield, Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of 
Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids 
& Northern Railway company to the Board stating the desire of said company to 
condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for additional depot 
grounds for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity 
with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, 
in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands 
described in said application are necessary for the reasonable transaction of the 
business present and prospective of such railway company , to-wit: 

Beginning at a point on the south line of section 13, township 77 j range three (3) , 
4,361.6 feet west of the southeast corner of said section; thence west along said section 
line, 785 . 2 feet, thence north at right angles, 221.9 feet to the southerly line of theright 
of way of the B. , C. R. & N. Ry. Co., thence easterly along the right of way line, 
parallel to, and fifty feet distant from, the center of the main line to the place of 
beginning, containing two acres more or less, including the strip thirty feet wide 
along the south side of the above piece, being half of the road. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Muscatine county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines. Iowa, June 15, 1900. 



No. 2104—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Des Moines Union Railway company for per- 
mission to condemn certain lands in Polk county, state of Iowa 

In the matter of the petition of the Des Moines Union Railway company for 
permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code of 
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1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth Greneral 
Assembly, in the county of Polk, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application of the Des 
Moines Union Railway company to the Board stating the desire of said company 
to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for additional 
Ij^ands for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity 
ymth law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that 
the additional lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such 
railway company, to-wit: 

The north fourteen feet of lots 3 and 6 in block 4, in the original town of Fort 
Des Moines; the north fourteen feet of lots 2 and 7 in block 9; and the north four- 
teen feet of lots 2 and 7 in block 14 of H H. Hoxie's addition to Des Moines. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly sigfned and attested by its Secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Polk county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July 11, 1900. 



No. 2105—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Greene county. State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code of 
1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-Eighth Greneral 
Assembly, in the county of Greene, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the slate ot Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application of the 
Chicago & North- Western Railway company to the Board stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for ad- 
ditional grounds for the use of said company, the commissioners proceeded in 
conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do 
hereby certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the 
additional lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such 
railway company, to-wit: 

A strip of land bounded as follows: Beginning at the northwest comer of the 
northwest X ^^ northeast >( of section 1, township 63, north of range 29, west, 
in Greene county; thence south 100 feet, thence easterly and northerly to a point 
43 and 6-10 feet due south from the northeast corner of said northwest ^ of north- 
east X> thence north 43 and 6-10 feet to said northeast comer; thence west to the 
point of beginning, containing 2 and 18-100 acres. 

Also a strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, adjoining the southerly side of the 
said railway company's present right of way through the southeast)^ of the south- 
east X o^ section 36, township 84, north of range 29, west, Greene county, Iowa, 
to a point on said premises twenty rods west of the eastern boundary thereof, 
thence north to right of way, containing about one and 51-100 acres. 

Also all that parcel of land in the southwest }4 of the southeast )4 of section 36, 
township 84, north of range 29, in Greene county, Iowa, lying south of the pres- 
ent right of way of the said railway company, containing 83-100 of an acre. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its Secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Greene county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July 9, 1900. 

(Haun, ^tal.) 
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No. 2106—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, & North-Westem Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Greene county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Westem Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code 
1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth Greneral 
Assembly, in the county of Greene, state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the 
application of the Chicago & North-Westem Railway company to the Board stating 
the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly 
described for aditional grounds for the use of said company, the Commissioners 
proceeded in conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application, 
and do hereby certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commission- 
ers, the additional lands described in said application are necessary for the use of 
such railway company, to-wit: 

A strip of land twenty-five feet wide adjoining the northerly side of said railway 
company's present right of way through the west }4 of northwest X o^ northeast J4 
of section 10, township 83, north of range 32, in Greene county, Iowa, otherwise 
known as lots 1,2, and 3 of said section, containing 33-100 of an acre. 

Also a strip of land twenty-five feet wide , adjoining the northerly side of said 
railway company's present right of way through the northeast X of northwest J^ of 
said section, otherwise known as lot 5 and part of lot 4 of said section 10, contain- 
ing 79—100 of an acre. 

Also a strip of land twenty-five feet wide, adjoining the northerly side of said 
railway company's present right of way through that part of the northwest j4 of 
northwest )^ of said section 10, known as lot 4. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Greene county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July 9, 1900. 

(Thompson et al.) 



No. 2107—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Greene county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the 
code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty -eighth 
Greneral Assembly, in the county of Green, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application 
of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company to the Board stating the de«ire 
of said company to condemn the property )iereinafter more particularly described 
for additional grounds for the use of said company, the commissioners proceeded 
in conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do 
hereby certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the 
additional lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such 
railway company, to-wit: 

A strip of land fifty (SO) feet wide adjoining the northerly side of the said rail- 
way company's present right of way through the northwest X of southeast % of 
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section 2, township 83, north of range 30 west, Greene county, Iowa; containing 
1 and 52-100 acres 

Also, a strip of land twenty-five (25) feet wide adjoining the northerly side of 
said railway company's present right of way through the northwest X ^^ south- 
west X of section 2, township 83, north of range 30 west, Greene oounty, Iowa; 
containing 76-100 of an acre. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed 
and duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be 
filed with the clerk of the district court of Greene county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July 9, 1900. 

(Pfaff et al. ) 



No. 2108-1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Boone county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Westem Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code of 
1897, as amended oy section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth General 
Assembly, in the county of Boone, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application of the 
Chicago & North -Western Railway company to the board stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for addi- 
tional grounds for the use of said company, the commissioners proceeded in con- 
formity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby 
certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional 
lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such railway com- 
pany, to-wit: 

A strip of land fifty (50) feet in width, south of, parallel and contiguous to the 
south line of the right-of-way of the Chicago & North- Western railway through 
the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section 33, township 84 north, 
of range 28 west, in Boone county, Iowa, containing 1 and 55-100 acres. 

In witness whereof the said board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Boone county , state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July 9, 1900. 

(Sullivan et al.) 



No. 2109—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Greene county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code of 
1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth General 
Assembly, in the county of Greene, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application of the 
Chicago & North-Western Railway company to the Board, stating the desire of 
said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for 
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additional gn*ounds for the use of said company, the commissioners proceeded in 
conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby 
certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional 
lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such railway com- 
pany, to-wit: 

A strip one hundred (100) feet wide adjoining the southerly side of the said 
railway company's present right of way through the east half of the northwest 
fractional quarter of section 5, township 83 north, range 29 west, Greene county » 
Iowa, containing 3 and 2-100 acres. 

Also, a strip twenty-five (25) feet wide adjoining the southerly side of said 
. railway company's present right of way through the west half of northwest frac- 
tional quarter of said section 5, township 83 north, range 29 west, containing 
76-100 of an acre. 

Also, a strip of land twenty-five (25) feet wide adjoining the southerly side of 
said railway company's present right of way through the east half of northeast 
fractional quarter of section 6, township 83 north, range 29, extending from the 
east line of said section 6, 614 >^ feet westerly along said right of way and contain- 
ing 35-100 acres. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its Secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Greene county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July 9, 1900. 

(Morrison ei al.) 



No. 2110—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company for 
permission to condemn certain lands in Greene county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code of 
1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eight General 
Assembly, in the county of Greene, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application of the 
Chicago & Northwestern Railway company to the Board stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for 
additional grounds for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in 
conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby 
certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional 
lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such railway com- 
pany, to-wit: 

A strip of land thirty-three (33) feet wide adjoining the southerly side of said 
railway company's present right of way and running through the northeast frac- 
tional one-quarter {X) ot section 2, township 83 north, of range 29 west, Greene 
county, Iowa, containing one and 98-100 acres. 

In witness whereof the said Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its Secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Greene county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July 9, 1900. 

(Morgan et al.) 
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No. 2111—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Boone county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code of 
1897, as amended by section 1, Chapter 70, laws of the Twenty -eighth General As- 
sembly in the county of Boone, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commissioners 
of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application of the Chicago & 
North- Western Railway company to the Board stating the desire of said company 
to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for additional 
grounds for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity 
with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that 
the additional lands described in said application are necessary for the use of said 
railway company, to- wit: 

A strip of land twenty-five (25) feet in width, south of, parallel and contiguous 
to the south line of the right of way of said railway company as now located 
through the east half of southeast quarter of southwest quarter of section 32, town- 
ship 84, north of range 28, in Boone county, Iowa, and containing 37-100 of an 
acre; and 

A strip of land thirty-three (33) feet in width and 1032 feet in length, beginning 
at the intersection of the north and south middle line of said section 32, and run- 
ning easterly south of parallel and contigous to the south line of the right of way of 
said railway company as it is now located through the southwest quarter of the 
southeast quarter of section 32, township 84, north of range 28, in said Boone 
county, Iowa, containing about 80-100 of an acre. 

In witness whereof the said board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Boone county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, July, 27, 1900. 

(Doran, et aL) 



No 2112—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company for 
permission to condemn certain lands in Greene county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the code of 
1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth General 
Assembly, in the county of Greene, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the Chi- 
cago & North-Western Railway company to the Board, stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for 
additional grounds for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in 
conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application , and do hereby 
certify that the additional lands described in said application are necessary for the 
use of said railway company, to-wit: 

A strip of land fifty (50) feet wide, north of, contiguous to and parallel with 
the public highway through the southwest one-quarter (%) of the southeast one- 
quarter (X) of section thirty-six (36), township eighty-four (84) north of range 
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twenty-nine (29) west, Greene county, Iowa, except fifty feet at the east end of said 
strip, which is reserved to the defendant for crossing to the highway, which high- 
way adjoins said railway company's present right-of-way through said above 
named section on the northerly side thereof. Said strip of land containing about 
one and 50-100 acres. 

In witness whereof the said board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Greene county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, September 11, 1900 

(Hoefle, et al,) 



No. 2113—1900. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North-Westem Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Greene county, state of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago & North -Western Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the 
code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly, in the county of Greene, state of Iowa, the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners of the state of Iowa, do hereby certify that upon the application 
of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company to the board stating the desire 
of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described 
for additional grounds for the use of said company , the commissioners proceeded 
in conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application and do hereby 
certify that th«. additional lands described in said application are necessary for the 
use of said railway company, to-wit: 

A strip of land adjoining the southerly side of the said railway company's pres- 
ent right of way, two hundred feet wide, beginning at the east line soutwest one- 
quarter (%) of northeast one-quarter (X) of fractional section 3, twp. 83, range 29 
west, in Greene county, Iowa, and extending thence westerly seven hundred feet to 
the east bank of a creek , and thence a strip seventy-five feet in width extending west- 
erly a distance of sixteen hundred and twenty (1,620) feet, situated in lot 4 in the 
northeast fractional one-quarter (%)t and lot 3 in the northwest fractional one- 
quarter (X) of section 3, township 83, north of range 29 west, in Greene county, 
Iowa, and containing six acres, more or less. 

In witness whereof the said board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the Clerk of the District Court of Greene county. State of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, September 19, 1900. 
(Frantz, et al.) 



No. 2114—1900, 

In the matter of approval of an interlocking switch system or safety device at grade 
crossing of Dubuque & Sioux City railroad and Sioux City & Northern Railway 
at Hinton, Iowa. 

Be it remembered, that the board of railroad commissioners of the state of 
Iowa on the 27th day of December, 1899, inspected and examined an interlocking 
switch system or safety device equipped and to be operated jointly by the Dubuque 
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& Sioux City Railroad company and the Sioux City & Northern Railway company 
at or near Hinton station, in the county of Plymouth, and state of Iowa, and at 
a point where each of said railways crosses the other at grade, for the purpose of 
rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass over such crossing without stopping, 
and the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa on said 27th day of 
December, 1899, approved the equipment of such interlocking switch system or 
safety device as aforesaid . 



No. 21 IS -1900. 

INTERLOCKING SYSTEM AT SABULA DRAWBRIDGE. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Vb, That the interlocklDsr device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the draw- 
bridge of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Cumpany, over the Mississippi River, at or near 
Sabala station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Rail' 
road Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided bv law, and having been found suitable and 
sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, THERBFORK.It is hereby ordered that the said interlocking device be, and the same is hereby 
approved, in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad company to run said drawbridge without stopping, until the further order of 
this Commission, subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

FirsiSiAd company shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— EaicXi engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal, and 
shall proceed under control over said bridge. "Control," as here used, means speed of train, must 
be governed by brake i>ower at command, an J in no case exceed the power of trainmen to readily stop 
train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and bridge, or at bridge. 

Third- -Ho change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary atDes Moines this eighth day 
of January, 1900. 



No. 21 16—1900. 

INTERLOCKER AT XNDEPENDBNCB. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Illinois Central Railroad company with the tracks of the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway company, at or near Independence station, Iowa, having been duly 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, 
as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Thhreforb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, until 
the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

^irr/.— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide ior its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second. —Eaich engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train \%ithin safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third.— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
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commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whbsbof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twenty-fourth day of 
January, 1900. 



No. 21 17— 1900. 

INTBRLOCKBR AT CEDAR FALLS. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Illinois Central Railroad company with the tracks of the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway company, at or near Cedar Falls station, Iowa, having been duly in- 
spected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as 
provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

NowThbrefork, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, until 
the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First.' Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe' 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second. — Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should dinger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third. — No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twenty-seventh day 
of January, igoo. 



No. 3Xift-i9oo 

INTERLOCKBR AT lOWA FALLS. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Yk, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Illinois Central Railroad company with the tracks of the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway company, at or near Iowa Falls station, Iowa, having been duly inspected 
and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as pro- 
vided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is. hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing withQut stopping until 
the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

Firsi.—SB\d companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first class working order and in good repair, and shall provide tor its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second.— K?Lcti engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Tliir^. —No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this third day of Feb- 
ruary, 1900. 
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No. 21 19 1900 

INTERLOCKBR AT HBRNDON. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking^ device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company with the tracks of the 
same railway company, at or near Hemdon station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined 
under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as provided by law, and 
having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered that the said interloclajng device be, and the same is, hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each af them, to run said crossing without stopping, until 
the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

/^irj/.— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

^^r^rad.— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third.— Ho change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this sixteenth day of Feb- 
ruary, 1900 



No. 2120— 1900. 

INTERLOCKBR AT TAMA. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Chicago & North-Western Railway Company with the tracks of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, at or near Tama station, Iowa, having been duly inspected 
and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as provided 
by law, and having^ been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, until the 
further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First.— Sstid companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second.— Rskch engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third.— Ho change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
commission; and in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twenty-eighth day of 
February, 1900. 

No. 2121—1900. 

INTERLOCKER AT MCINTIRE. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Chicago Great Western Railway company with the tracks of the Winona & 
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Western Railway company, at or near Mclntire station, Towa, having been duly inspected and examined 
under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and 
having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefoke, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be. and the same is, hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, until the 
further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First. Snid companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit 

Second. —Each engine and train shall be brought under control after parsing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing * 'Control," as here used, means speed of train must be 
governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily stop 
train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third. So change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
comminsion; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this fifteenth day of March, 1900. 



No. 2122— 1900. 

INTERLOCKBR AT ACKLEY 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Illinois Central Railroad company with the tracks of the Iowa Central Rail- 
way company, at or near Ackley station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under 
authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as provided by law, and having 
been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, tn run said crossing without stopping, until 
the further ordt>r of this commission; subiect, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First. —SAXd companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
In first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second .—KticYi engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at commani, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third. — ^o change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferre shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twenty-ninth day of 
March, 1900. 



No. 2123-1900. 

interlocker at ute. * 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know ye. That the interlocking device, with its various parts end appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Chicago & Northwe>tern Railway company with the tracks of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, at or near Ute Station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and 
examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of th** state of Iowa, as provided by 
law, and having been found suitable and suffic*ent for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is. hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
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above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, until 
the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First — Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second.— Kzch engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means, speed of train 
must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the rainmen to 
readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or 
at crossing. 

Third.— 'So change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approvitl of the 
commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whbrbof, The said board of Railroad Comissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this thirteenth day of April, 
1900 



No. 2124.-1900. 

INTERLOCKBR AT MARATHON. 

To all -whom it may concern: 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company with the tracks of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, at or near Marathon utation, Iowa, having been duly in- 
spected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, 
as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the sarue is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall autho- 
rize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, 
antil the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First.— ^\d companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Y.AQh engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. " Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third.— ^o change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Towa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this eighth day of 
June. 1900. 



No. 2125—1900. 

interlocker at mason city. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye. That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company with the tracks of the Iowa Central 
Railway company, at or near Mason City station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examned 
under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as provided by law, 
and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now,Thekeforb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlockingdevice be, and the same is, hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, until 
the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to->^it: 

First—SAid companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the name 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 
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Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing, ' 'Control, " as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third— fio change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whkreof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary this twelfth day of 
June, 1900. 



No. 2126— 1900. 

INTER LOCKER AT LAKE MILLS. 

To ail whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross*- 
ing of the tracks of the Iowa, Minnesota & North-Western (C. & N. W. Ry. Co.) Railway company 
with the tracks of the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway company, at or near Lake Mills station, Iowa, 
having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
the state of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes 
of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, hereby 
approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize the 
above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, until 
the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First. —Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the sanoe 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second.— lE.^c\i engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control," as here used, means speed of train 
must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to 
readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or 
at crossing. 

Third, — No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this nineteenth day 
of June, 1900. 



No. 2127— 1900 

INTERLOCK ER AT ELBERON. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Chicago & North-Western Railway Company with the tracks of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, at or near Elberon station, Iowa, having bei-n duly inspected 
and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as pro- 
vided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without 
stopping, until the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, 
to-wit: 

/*!>#/.— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second.— E?ic)\ engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train must be 
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coverned by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily stop 
train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third.— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
commission; and, in case fit any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this Seventeenth day of 
July, 1900. 

No. 2ia8— igoo. 

INTERLOCKBR AT ALBIA. 

To ail whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Wabash Railroad company with the tracks of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Company at or near Albia station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined 
under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and 
having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered that the said interlocking device be, and the same is 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorized 
the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, 
until the further order of this Commission, subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First—Saild companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control." as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
Commission, and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twenty-sixth 
day of July, 1900. 



No. 2129— 1900 

interlocker at mason city. 

To all whdm it may concern: 

Know Ye, that the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company with the tracks of the Mason 
City & Clear Lake Railway company, at or near Mason City station, Iowa, having been duly inspected 
and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as provided 
by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, it is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall author- 
ize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing' without stopping, 
until the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First. — Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second. — Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train roust 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third. — No change shall be made in the location of said device, or^any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the commission; and, in case of any such change without such appro\ai having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

7 
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In Witness Wherbof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be sigrned by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twentieth day of 
Ausrust, 1900. 



No. 2130-1900. • 

INTERLOCKER AT ROCKWELL CITY. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Illinois Central Railroad company with the tracks of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railway company, at or near Rockwell City station, Iowa, having been dul]r 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, 
as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is. 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall author- 
ize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, 
until the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

/^/rx/.— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same- 
in hrst class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second. — Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third. — No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in t^e manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
thfc commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by Its chairman attested by its secretary, this twenty-fourth day of August, 
1900. 

No. 2131—1900. 

INTERLOCKER AT ESTHER VILLB. 

To all whom U may concern: 

Know tb. That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross' 
ing of the tracks of the Minneapolis & St. Louis Rairoad company with the tracks of the Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway Company, at or near Estherville Station, Iowa, having been dulf 
inspected and examined under authofity of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, 
as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, THEREFORE, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall author* 
ize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, 
until the further order of this commission: subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First. —Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the' same 
in first-class working order and in good repair.and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second. — Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossinnr. "Control, '' as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third. — No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this fourth da7 
of September, 1900. 
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No. 2132—1900. 

SBCOND INTER LOCKBR AT ESTHER VILLB. 

To all TvAom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at tht 
crossing of the tracks of the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway company with the tracks of the Bur- 
lington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, at or near Estherville station, Iowa, having 
been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state 
of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and suflBcient for the purposes of such 
device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device' be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize 
the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, 
until the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit. 

Firsi. — Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second.— ^K^cti engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. '^Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

TAird.—Ho change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same without the approval of 
the commission; and, In case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this fourth day of 
September 1900. 

No. 2133— 1900. 

interlockbr at reinbbck. 

To all "whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company with the tracks of the 
Chicago Great Western Railway company, at or near Reinbeck station, Iowa, having been duly 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, 
as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall author- 
ize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without stopping, 
until the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First — Said companies shall cause said device to t>e frequently inspected, and shall keep the samt 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second. — Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at cross- 
ing 

TAird.—So change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authority hereby conferred shall at once cease 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this fifth day of September, 
1900. 

No. 2134—1900. 

INTERLOCK ER AT FONDA. 

To all vkom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, with the tracktofthe 
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Illinois Central Railroad Company, at or near Fonda station. Iowa, having been duly inspected and 
examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, as provided by 
law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing without 
stopping, until the further order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions 
to-wit: 

FirstSMd companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the sam* 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— E&ch engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control, " as here used, means speed of train musi 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Third.— ^0 change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mecliancial construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this fourteenth day of 
September, 1900. 
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INTERLOCKER AT ARION. 

To all ivhom it mav Concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the cross- 
ing of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, and Illinois Central Railroad 
company with the tracks of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company, at or near Arion station, 
Iowa, havinvf been dulv inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for tbo 
purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall authorize 
the above mentioned railroad com panics, and each of them, to run said crossing, without stopping, until 
the lutther order of this commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

First. — Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second. —Ezch engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed imder control over said crossing. ' 'Control, " as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossinir. 

Third.— Iso change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twenty-eighth 
day of September, 1900. 



No. 2136-1900. 

INTERLOCKER AT DUMONT. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interloclcing device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing of the tracks of the Chicago & North Western Railway company with the tracks of the 
Chicago Great Western Railway company, at or near Dumont Station, Iowa, having been duly 
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Inspected and examined ander authority of the Board of Railroad Comissioners of the state of Iowa, 
as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall author- 
ize the above mentioned railroad companies, and each of them to run said crossing without stopping, 
until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, to-wit: 

FirsL—SAid companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a compe- 
tent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second.— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossing, or at 
crossing. 

Tkird.— 1^0 change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of the 
Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been obtained, the 
authoritv hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa has caused 
these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this twenty-sixth day of Octo- 
ber, 1900. 



No. 2137^1900 

INTERLOCKBR AT WHEATLAND. 

Tc all whom it may concern : 

Know Yb. That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing ot the tracks of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company with the tracks of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, at or near Wheatland Station, Iowa, having been 
duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of 
Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such 
device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that 4he said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above mentioned railroad companies, ai\d each of them, to run said crossing without 
stopping', until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following conditions, 
to-wit: 

First.— Sa.\d companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the same 
in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation by a com- 
petent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second, -^ach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal and 
shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control," as here used, means speed of train must 
be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen to readily 
stop train within safe distance should dan^^er appear between distance signal and crossing, or ^at 
crossing. 

Third, —No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval of 
the Commission; and. in case of any such change without such approval having first been [obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the slate of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chainnnn and attested by its secretary, this tenth day of 
November, 1903. 



No. 2213-1900. 

In the matter of Amendment No. 8, to Iowa classification No. 11: 

From March 3. 1899, to March, 1900, a number of classification matters had 
accumulated before the Board, and on March 8, 1900, the Board issued the follow- 
ing notice to all interested parties as well as had the same published according to 
law: 
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NOTICE. 

By the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa of General Hearing in the Matter of 

Freight Classification. 

Petitions having^ been received by the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, ask- 
ing: for the following changes in the classification of the articles named, to-wit: 



M* >«^» M« 



C. L. 



Coffee in baskets 

Automatic live stock fountains 

Tin can stock, when packed for shipment by wrapping the sides around the top, bot- 
tom and covers 

Pickles, condiments, or preserves in glass, packed in boxes, barrels or kegs, O. K. 

B. , or released 

Shoveling boards and wagon box ends, K. D 

Butter and lard tubs and butter box stuff 

ellied pigs' feet and tongues in tin pails, not boxed or crated 

"agonettes, when shipped on flat cars, (carload rates) 



Tel 
W 




5 
5 



Notice is hereby given that the Board will consider the above and any other matters pertaining to 
classification coming before it, at its office in Des Moines, at lo a. m. , March 22, 1900. 

The Board of Railroad Commissioners, 

By D wight N. Lewis, 
Des Moines Iowa, March 8, iqoo. Secretary. 

On date named the Board had the hearing as given by the notice, and at a later 
date issued the following amendment No. 8: 

AMENDMENT NO, 8 
To Iowa Classification No, ii—Effective fune /, iqoo. 



Page 



articles. 



M^* ^ • X^B 



C. L. 



6 
6 

6 

7 

7 
22 

38 

67 

73 
74 

8S 
89 

97 

lOI 



Corn planters, K. D. , flat or in bundles 

Hay^ or straw stackers or rakes, hay loaders and sweep rakes, K. D. flat, 

tied in bundles, wheels racked, actual weight 

Horse rakes, K. £>., wheels, shafts, tongues, frames, seats and cleaners 

detached 

Potatoe diggers, K. D., wheels on or off, other detachable parts removed 

and in packages 

Potato planters, taken apart, wheels on or off. small parts tied in bundles.. 
Butter and lard tab and butter box stuff 



Gravel for road purposes. 



Pigs' feet and tongues jellied, in tin pails, not boxed or crated. 

Pickles: kraut, cucumber, tomato, cauliflower and onion, in glass, boxed... 
Preserves: in stone jars or glass, packed in barrels or boxes 

In buckets, pails or tubs , 

Tent pins in bundles , 

Tin can stock, sides wrapped around the tops, bottoms and coverv, boxed 

or crated fully releasee! againt wet, rust and damage 

Shoveling boards and wagon box ends, completely K. D 

Butter plates or trays wooden, may be shipped in mixed car loads with 

baskets at basket rates. 



2 
2 



i 



154 
4 

3 

2 

3 



Soft 
Coal 
(lump) 
Kates 
S 



S 

5 



Adopted by the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa this 15th day of May, 1900. 
To become effective June i, 1900. 

For che Commission: Dwight N. Lewis, 

Secretary. 



No. 2214-1900. 
In the matter of Amendment No. 7 of Iowa classification No. 11: 

On March 15, 1900, after having had the matter under consideration for some 
time, the Board caused to go into effect the following amendment to their classifi- 
cation No. 11: **Paper hangings (wall paper) in bundles, crates and boxes, re- 
leased, less than car loads, second class." 

Des Moines, Iowa, Dec. 1, 1900. 



CASES CLOSED BY CORRESPONDENCE. 



CASES CLOSED BY CORRESPONDENCE. 



No. 2138—1900. 

Louis Obyb, Lohrvillb, Iowa, 

vs. 
C. & N. W. Railway Company. 



Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed May 23, 1897. 

The complainant in this case stated that his farm was intersected by the C & 
N. W. Railway Co., which road crosses the creek running through his farm; that 
the railway company had provided two private grade crossings for him, one on 
either side of the creek, about eighty rods apart; he also used the bridge over the 
creek as an under passage-way for cattle, but that such passage-way was often 
impassible on account of the water in the creek. Mr. Obye stated that it was nec- 
essary, in order to properly operate his farm, to have another crossing. 

In answer to this complaint the railway company sent the Board a profile of 
their track through the farm of Mr. Obye and said: 

**We have a bridge 128 feet long and fourteen feet high over Purgatory creek, 
in which creek there is rarely any water more than one month in the year, and 
under which bridge is a reasonably good crossing most of the time. Also 770 feet 
east of this under crossing is a grade farm crossing provided with gates, plank, 
etc , and 550 feet west of the under crossing is another farm crossing, also provided 
with gates and plank. 

**Mr. Obye wants an additional crossing a short distance west of the bridge, 
where there is a fill of about fifteen feet. The only reason I can see for his desir- 
ing any such crossing is that during high water this spring there was undoubtedly 
some water in Purgatory Creek , and possibly thirty days that he could not drive 
through; but even at -that time he had two good grade crossings on his farm that 
he could use. If the roadway is muddy under the bridge, I will be glad to unload 
a car of gravel there this summer, so it will not be so muddy another spring.'* 

In reply to the foregoing Mr. Obye insisted that he needed another crossing; 
that the crossings that had been provided for him were dangerous; that the under- 
crossing was often impassible, etc., etc 

At a later date the Board was advised that two car loads of gravel would be 
unloaded under the bridge to make a firm footing for cattle even in wet weather, 
that a roadway had been graded up and covered with gravel extending entirely 
across the company's right of way, making a roadway three or four feet above the 
general level of the ground. 

As it seemed impossible to have this case adjusted to the satisfaction of Mr. 
Obye, the Board visited the locality after proper notice had been given, on Decem- 
ber 14th, 1898. The conrmissioners found the conditions at the crossing as repre- 
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sented by the railway company and believing that the company had done all that 
could be reasonably required , the case was closed. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1. 1900. 



2139-1800. 
Citizens of West Union, et al, 



► Train Service on Volga Branch. 



vs. 

C, M. & St. p. Railw.w Co. 

Complaint filed November 16, 1897. 

This case was presented to the board in the form of a petition from the citizens 
of Osterdock, Colesburg, Volga, Wadena, Osborne, Mederville, Elkport, Littleport, 
Lima and West Union. There were also filed petition from jobbers and manufac- 
turers of Dubuque, Iowa, also a petition numerously signed by traveling salesmen 
whose territory' required them to use the Volga branch of the C, M. & St. P. 
railway company. Perhaps the conditions may be best set forth by inserting the 
text of one of the petitions which was similar to all the others in statement of 
facts: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Gentlbmbn:— We, the undersigrned residents of West Union, Iowa, one cf the stations on the 
Turkey River and West Union branch of the Chicago Milwaukee & St. Paul railway, which branch 
extends from Turkey River Junction, in Clayton county, Iowa, to West Union. Fayette county. Iowa, 
hereby invoke the assistance of your honorable board for the procurement of a first class daily pas- 
senger service, each way, between the above named termini of said Turkey River branch of the C , 
M. & St. P. railway; and in support of their application, your petitioners respectfully represent; 

That said branch of the C,, M. , & St. P. railway system is travelled over extensively by west* 
bound passengers from Turkey River Junction and all points north, south and east of said junction, 
whose destination is West Union, or points beyond, situated on other lines of railroad connecting with 
said C, M, & St. P. railway at West Union and also by east-bound passengers traveling from West 
Union or any of the other points last referred to, to any of the points first referred to. 

That the only accommodation now furnished to the traveling public by the CM, & St. P. 
railway company on said Turkey River branch of its road, is offered by a train which carries freight as 
well as passengers, the latter being thereby subjected to the inconveniences and delays necessarily 
incident to travel upon trains which are wholly or partly employed in the freight traffic. 

That the facilities for travel thus afforded are grossly inadequate; that the travel upon and over 
said branch is so extensive that the convenience and proper accommodation of the travelling public 
requires, and the passenger traffic upon said branch fully warrants, a daily passenger service, each 
way on said branch, by a train employed exclusively in the carriage of passengers. 

Therefore, your petitioners respectfully request that your honorable board take such action in 
the premises as will insure the early equipment of said Turkey River branch of the C. . M. & St. P. 
railway, with a first class passenger train to run daily each way between the termini of said branch. 

Respectfully submitted. 

The matter was laid before the railway company for attentian and answer and 

on November 29, 1899, Mr A J. Earling, second vice president and general 

manager of the railway company, filed answer of that company as follows: 

I am in receipt of your communication of the i8th iost. in reference to train service on what is 
known as the Voljra branch extending from Turkey River Junction to West Union, Iowa. For a 
number of years previous to 1894 an exclusive passenger train was operated on the line in question, 
making close connection at Turkey River Junction with the passenger trains on the main line. Every 
possible effort was made by the company to secure sufficient passenger business to make the train 
pay running expenses, but after an experiment of a number of years, it was found that it was not. pos- 
sible to work up sufficient travel to make the train pay expenses, and in January, 1894 we. were com- 
pelled to discontinue it. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 107 

For the information of the board, I enclose herewith a statement of the earningrs of the train for 
1891, ifiqi and a part of 1893, which shows that the average earning was less than seventeen and one-balf 
cents per mile during that period. The train earning statements for the line were discontinued in May, 
1893, but there has been no material change in the conditions along the line since that time, which 
would have the effect of increasing the travel sufficiently to pay the expense of such a train; in fact, 
there is no reason to suppose that the travel would be any heavier than it was during the years the 
train was run. We feel that the trhin was given a fair trial, having operated it at a considerable loss for 
a period of nearly eight \ears. We desire to assure the petitioners that we would be very glad to pro- 
vide the additional facilities if the travel were sufficient to justify the company in running such a train. 

STATEMENT OF TRAIN EARNINGS. 

1891. Train No. 29, from Turkey River to West Union; number of trips, 307; total earnings, 
S3. 908. 66; average per trip, 512.73; miles, 58; average per mile, 22 cents. Train No. 30. West Union 
to Turkey River, 307 trips; earnings, $1,947.39: per trip, $6.34; miles. S8; average per mile, 11 cents. 

1892. Train No. 29. Turkey River to West Union, 308 trips; earnings, $3,511.2$; per trip, $11.40. 
S8 miles, 20 cents average per mile. Train No. 30. West Union to Turkey River, 308 trips; earnings, 
$2,756.06, average per trip, $8.98; miles, 58, average earnings per mile, 15 cents 

1893. January to May. Train No. 29. Turkey River to West Union, 127 trips; earnings, Si,392. iSi 
average per trip, $10.96; 58 miles; average per mile, 19 cents. No. 30. West Union to Turkey River, 
127 trips, earnings, $1,295.23; average per trip, $10.20; 58 miles; average, 18 cents per mile. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. A. Ruchte, for the petitioners, who filed 
his reply thereto, dated December 18th, as per the following: 

Dear Sir: lam in receipt of your letter of the first inst., enclosing a copy of the answer of .A. j. 
Earling, of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway, regarding the passenger service on the Vol- 
ga branch of said road. 

The statement of Mr. Earling purporting to show the earnings of passenger trains on said branch 
from 1891 to 1893 (even if it be conceded that the trafic would be no greater than it was then) is not 
sufficiently specific, in that it fails to show the basis of computation of earnings, or what is meant by 
* 'total earnings." 

From one statement in his letter, to-wit: *'That it was not possible to work up sufficient travel to 
make the train pay expenses." I infer that by "total earnings" is meant the aggregate sales, at the 
various stations on said branch, of tickets to other stations on said branch, and cash fares collected 
from passengers between such stations. 

If this is the basis of computation: Mr. Earling's figures are misleading, because they fail to take 
into account tickets sold, on that and other branches of the road, for travel which is partly on the 
Volga branch and partly on other branches; for which earnings of the company the Volga train is 
clearly entitled to its proportionate share of credit. 

But assuming that Mr. Earling's totals include both of the foregoing classes or earnings, we insist 
that the earnings of the passenger train on said branch from 1891 to May, 1893, c*n not be taken as a 
fair test of what a first-class passenger train on said branch would have earned in those years- much 
less, of what it would earn now— for the reason that the accommodations were of such an inferior ord r 
and so thoroughly unsatisfactory that, instead of drawing, they repelled patronage; people often driv- 
ing from points on the Volga branch to placeMten or twelve miles distant, in order to take trains to 
Chicago or eastern points. Little wonder that "It was not possible to work up travel" on the Volga 
branch of the road. 

And yet. it is well known that, during the very period referred to, the combined freight and pas- 
senger traffic on this branch was such as to make it one of the best paying branches of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. How is it to-day? To say nothing of the $3,000 per annum paid by 
the post office department for carriage of mails on said branch, and the further sum paid by the ex- 
press com i)any for like service, some idea of the traffic thereon may be gleaned from the fact that in 
the last three weeks there has been an average of fifteen cars per day on said branch, carrying general 
merchandise to West Union and returning laden with wood, live stock, etc. 

But regardless of this, and of its obligation to the people residing along the Volga branch, who 
paid about 178,000 of taxes and donated most of the right of way to aid in the construction of the rail- 
road, upon the faith of the company's promise of a good train service, the Chicago. Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway has pooled with the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway on freight at West 
Union, and since about January, 1894, there has been no passenger train on the Volga branch, As 
illustrative of the accommodation now afforded travellers on said branch, I cite the case of Mr. Har- 
bold, who, with his wife and four children, was on a journey to visit his brother at Elkport, a station 
on said branch, when the exigencies of travel made it necessary for them to pass the night at the de- 
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pot, aod thouifh it was a winter night (December 6, 1897) there was no fire in the depot, and they were 
left to shiver through the long waiting hours as best they might. 

The people ask that these wrongs be remedied. The Volga branch is an important line, and should 
have a first-class passenger train. Mr. Earling answers that the cost of operating such a train on said 
branch would exceed its earnings, and in support of his contention, sets out what purports to be a 
statement of earnings. 

His answer is not sufficient, because: 

First. The statement of earnings fails to show what earnings are included therein. 

Second. The receipts from an inferior and unsatisfactory passenger service, during the time cov- 
ered by the statement, affords no criterion by which to measure the earnings of a first-class passenger 
train now. 

Third. Said statement fails to take into account the S3,ooo for mail carriage, and the amount 
earned by carriage of express; both of which items would constitute part of the earnings of thei>assei]- 
ger train. 

Fourth. Said statement fails to take into account another large part of the passenger traffic of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway in which the Volga branch is a very important factor, thougrh 
its potency is not discoverable upon a mere examination of ticket sales on the branch itself. It is the 
travel, upon the I. & D. and Dubuque divisions of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway, of a 
great number of commercial travelers, and others, who find it convenient to ''make" various towns on 
these divisions while working toward Turkey River Junction to take the Volga train for West Union, 
where they can make connection with the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & |Northern trains, north and 
south. These travellers would arrange their routes differently, and do much less travelling on the 
Chicago, Milwaukee &St. Paul Railway were it not for this inducement to work towns on the two be- 
fore mentioned divisions of said railway, which the Volga train's connection with the Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern trains at West Union enables them to do without loss of time. Indeed, it 
is not improbable that the earnings which the Volga train thus indirectly adds, are larger than those 
which it directly contributes to the profits of the company. 

We are satisfied that the earnings of the Volga branch, direct and indirect, abundantly warrant 
what the public convenience demands, to-wit: A first-class passenger service on said branch of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. 

And if your commission will appoint a day, and notify me of the time, I will see to it that a com- 
mittee of citizens will meet you at West Union, prepared to render every possible assistance in any 
investigation you may desire to make. The people earnestly desire such an investigation, and 1 trust 
that you will decide to make the trip, and give me timely notice of the day. 

Yours respectfully, 

A. RUCHTE. 

P. S. There is another important matter to be taken into consideration when computing earnings 
of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. PauljRailwa>, in which the Volgan Branch plays an important part. 
It is this: With separate passenger service on the Volga Branch it would be possible lor travelers to 
leave Dubuque for Turkey River Junction in the morning, visit points on the Burlington, Cedar Rap- 
ids & Northern Railway north or south of West Union and return the same day over the same route, 
i. e. the Volga Branch and the Dubuque Division of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. 
This is not possible under the present arrangement, and as a consequence a great many travelers, 
instead of going over this route on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway take the Illinois Cen- 
tral train to Indei>endence, where they are able to make satisfactory connection with the Burlington. 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway. Thus the Chicajfo, Milwaukee & St. Paulloses a considerable 
revenue, which a first-class passenger service on the Volga Branch would bring it. .\. R. 

The railway company was furnished a copy of Mr. Ruchte's letter which was 
replied to by Mr. Earling on January 10th, 1898, as follows: 

In response to your letter of the 22nd ult., I beg to hand you herewith a statement showing the 
earnings derived from passengers, mail and express on the Volga Branch, extending from Turkey 
River Junction to W^est Union, Iowa, for the years 1891. 1892 and a part of 1893. It is hardly necessary 
for me to say that a passenger train can not be operated without loss for an average of 34 cents per 
mile. The cost, per revenue train mile, including all expenses, for the year 1891, was 591.90 and for 
1893, I92.68. 

The statement made by Mr. K. Ruchte of Dubuque, under date of December i8th, in regard to infe- 
rior equipment and unsatisfactory connections, is not in accordance with the facts. During the time 
a passenger train was operated on the Branch in question, the schedule was arranged to connect at 
Turkey River Junction with the train on the main line, the equipment used in the train was our stan- 
dard, and in as good condition as any used on the St. Paul system, and there is absolutely no foundation 
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for the assertion made by Mr. Ruchte that the service and accocnmodations were ot an inferior char- 
acter. The earnintjrs of the train show conclusively that there is not enough passenger travel on that 
line to justify the running of an exclusive passenger train in addition to the present mixed train. 

CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL RAILWAY. 

DUBUQUE DIVISION— VOLGA BRANCH 




YEAR 189I. 

Passenger earnings 

Mail earnings (58.63 miles at |6o. 19 per mile per annum) 
Express earnings— as estimated by express company .... 



Total 

YEAR 189a. 

Passenfper earnings 

Mail earnings (S8. S8 miles at 168. 31 per mile per annum) 
Express earnings— as estimated by express company.... 



. Total 

JANUARY 1ST TO MAY 1ST, 1893. 

Passenger earnings 

Mail earnings (58. 58 miles at 268. 31 per mile per annum) 
Express earnings— as estimated by express company 



Total 



$ 5,855.05 
3,529.10 

2, 193. 12 


35,612 
35.6ia 
35,612 

35,612 

35,728 
35,728 
35,728 

35.728 

M.732 
14,732 
14,732 


Sn,577.27 

6,267.31 
4,001.40 
2,193.12 


$12,461.83 

2,687.38 

1.667.25 

913.80 


S 5,268.43 


14,732 



16.44c 

.9IC 
.16c 



t 



32.51c 
17. 54c 

II. 20c 

34.88c 

34.88c 

18.24c 
11.32c 

6.aoc 

35.76c 



On February 1st and 2nd, 1898 there were filed in the office of the Board coun- 
ter petitions from West Union, Wadena, Mederville, Volga City. Elkport and 
Osterdock. These petitions were quite numerously signed in a great many instan- 
ces by the same parties who had signed the former petitions, and one of these 
petitions is here quoted to indicate generally the tenor of all of them: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa : 

Gentlemen:— We, the undersigned citizens of Osterdock, Iowa, and vicinity, respectfully reprel 
sent that we recently signed a petition to your honorable body, asking for additional train service on 
the Volga Branch of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. 

After conference with some of the officials of that road we are assured that a new time table wil 
be issued about March ist, and that the time of the present trains will be so changed as to much bet- 
ter accommodate people living at stations along the Volga line. 

It is proposed to start a coach from Dubuque, on train No. 3, at about 6:30 a. m , to be attached 
to the Volga line train at Turkey River Junction, (thus avoiding transfer at that point) and arriving at 
West Union at about 11:00 a. m. Returning, the train will leave West Union at about 2:00 p. m. , and 
the coach on this train will be attached to a fast stock train at Turkey River and go through to Dubuque, 
reaching the latter point at about 7:15 p. m. 

This will enable people, living along the line, to go to West Union, transact their business and 
return home the same day. 

This service will be satisfactory to your petitioners. 

The arrangements referred to in the foregoing are understood to have been put 
into effect Februar/ 13, 1898. The Board fixed March 10, 1898, for a trip over the 
Volga Branch and notice was given all parties that the Commissioners would have 
hearings at every town that had sent petitions. On date named the Commission- 
ers did make a trip over the Volga Branch and met many citizens of different towns 
along the line and the consensus of the opinion of the petitioners and others along 
this branch seemed to be that the new arrangements as made by the railway com- 
pany were reasonably satisfactory to the people and that they did not care partic- 
ularly to have any order made imposing any unjust burdens upon the railway 
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company . At West Union , however, considerable controversy was developed and a 
number of the citizens contended that inasmuch as West Union Township had 
voted about $34,000 taxes in aid of the railway company they should be given better 
train service. At this time the commissioners made the following suggestions to 
the railway company. 

That the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company in operating its 
mixed train upon what is known as its Volga Branch should provide the said train 
and the engine thereof with air brakes; 

That at least 9ne passenger coach and a smoker and baggage car of a good and 
suitable character, for the carriage of passengers and baggage, be attached to 
each train and operated thereon, but the last named car may be a combination car; 

That in the operation of said train between West Union and Turkey River Junc- 
tion the coaches carrying passengers and baggage shall be pulled up to and along^- 
side of the platform at each station so that passengers may safely and conveniently 
pass to and from said coaches, and that in the operation of such trains the employes 
thereof shall have due care and regard for the safety, comfort and convenience of 
passengers thereon, and that said railway company in formulating and publishing- 
a time table therefor and in the operation of said trains between the points afore- 
said, shall have due regard for the canveniedce and safety of passengers carried 
upon said trains, and that the length of time between the arrival and departure of 
said trains at West Union as fixed by the present schedule or time table, shall not 
be substantially lessened, and if it can be reasonably done the time should be 
extended; and that in case the freight and passenger busines» along the line of said 
railway shall at any time justify the operation of an exclusive passenger, mail and 
express train , the company should provide such train . 

About a year later the commissioners made another trip over this line and 
requested the railway company to operate an exclusive passenger train as origin- 
ally requested by the petitioners for a period say of three months, that a monthly- 
statement be made to the commissioners of the number of trips made and the earn- 
ings thereof. The railway company consented to do this, and the following state- 
ments furnished by the railway company shows the earnings of this exclusive pas- 
senger train: 

STATEMENT OF TRAIN EARNINGS 
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By reference to the foregoing statements it will be seen that the average monthly 
earnings per mile of this train varied from W/z cents to ISVa cents, an amount 
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seemingly insufficient to warrant the operation of such a train and the same was 
discontinued August 20, 1899, and former conditions restored. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900 



No. 2140-1900. 
Bbckbr & Cheevbr, Hardy. 

vs. 

BuRLFNGTo:^, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway Company. 



Train Service, 



Complaint filed December, 1897. 

This was a complaint from Messrs Becker & Cheever, Hardy, Iowa, that upon 
the new time table of the B, C. R. & N. Railway taking effect December 12, 1897, 
trains No. 62 and 63 did not stop at Hardy upon signal as formerly. The com- 
plaint was duly submitted to the railway company, and answer was made that 
these trains passed Hardy, one at 4:05 a. m. and the other at 10:23 p. M., that both 
were through trains; that Hardy only had a population of eighty-six persons and 
the company did not |feel they should be burdened with being compelled to 
stop through trains at this point. 

The complainants, however, insisted that these trains should stop upon signal, 
a petition being submitted to the board signed by a number of their citizens ask- 
ing for this service. 

The commissioners not being able to effect an amicable adjustment in this 
matter, appointed November 22d at Hardy, Iowa for a hearing, and on February 
17, 1899 the commissioners addressed the following letter to Mr. G H. Cheever, 
for the complainants: 

Replying to your favor of recent date with refereace to train service at Hardy, the board after 
Chiving this matter due consideration, is unable to grant the prayer of the petition of the citizens of 
Hardy. While regretting that we are unabje to reaeh any other conclusion in this matter, yet we are 
obliged to treat this case the same as all others of a similar character, and there are many of them 
throughout this state. 

We cannot discriminate in favor of the people of Hardy against towns in other parts of the state 
requesting the same accommodation of the railway companies. We fee! that any order that we might 
make requiring these trains to stop at Hardy would not be enforced by the courts, therefore it would be 
useless for us to maice the order and it would not be following the rulings made in other cases where 
similar requests have been made. 

This question may not present itself to you as an important one but the board so deems it and has 
acted in accordance therewith. 

There is a constant demand by the public requiring of the railway companies faster train service 
between western towns and Chicago and other large cities, and the railway companies in deference to 
this demand by the public, are endeavoring to increase in every jossible way. the speed of their 
through trains. In so doing they have invested large sums of money both in improving their roadbeds 
and equipment. 

If this was the only request that was made and we did not have to deal with other towns similarly 
situated and making the same request we would perhaps have no difficulty in reaching a dilfe rent con- 
clusion, but to require trains to stop upon this line at points of the size of Hardy throughout the state 
would make all turough trains mere local ones and would be a great injustice to the traveling 
public. 

I was in hopes that an amicable adjustment might be reached in this matter, and I have no doubt 
such arrangement could have been made if it were not for what might follow in requiring the company 
to stop its trains at other points of the size or about the size in population and business of Hardy. 

We believe, however, that your people should have ample opportunity upon these trains to reach 
your county seat and be given certain advantages where they have through tickets. There was some 
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talk between yourself and Mr. Brady with reference to this and my recollection is that there were some 
concessions made by the company in that regard. If you will write me fully, what changes, if any, 
and if they are not satisfactory, we will take the matter up with the railroad company and ascertain 
wherein the difference, if any exists. 

By subsequent correspondence it was shown arrangements had been made that 
were reasonably satisfactory to the people in this case. 
Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



No. 2141—1900. 
Citizens op Aurora, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago Great Western Railway Com- 
pany. 



Train service. 



Complaint filed November 16, 1898. 

This was a petition unanimously signed by the citizens of Aurora stating that 
although the C. G. W. Railway Co. was running three passenger trains east daily, 
only one of them stopped at that station. 

The matter was at once taken up with the railway company and on November 
18th, Mr. S. C. Stickney, the General Manager, wrote the Board substantially as 
follows: 

"We have two east bound passenger trains, viz., No. 6, leaving at 7:18 a. m., 
which stops on signal to receive and discharge passengers and No. 4, leaving at 
2:36 p. ra., which makes regular stops regardless of whether there are passengers 
or not. 

' 'West bound, there are two trains, viz., No. 5, leaving at 6:09 a. m., and No. 
3, leaving at 2:20 p. m., both of these trains make regular stops. 

' 'All of these trains are "through" trains and Nos. 5 and 6 carry chair and 
sleeping cars. Considering the convenient time* of the trains at Aurora and their 
equipment, it is my opinion that this station is amply provided with train service 
and is much better off in this respect than any station of equal size and importance 
on our line." 

Later it developed that this station had passenger service on freight trains which , 
at the time, seemed to afford necessary accommodations and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2142—1900. 
J. W, Peek, Truro, Iowa, 

vs. \ Farm crossing. 

Keokuk & Western Railway Co. 

Complaint filed November 21, 1896. 

Mr Peek complained in this case that the company had removed the wire fences 
at his private crossing and that he wished the same restored. In answer to this 
complaint the company stated that they were removing all the wire fences at private 
crossings along this road for the reason that they were considered dangerous in the 
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operation of trains, in that they furnished lodging places for snow and that live 
stock sometimes was hid by them, coming on to the crossing too late for the 
ongineer to protect his train. The commissioners had some further correspondence 
with the railway company and on June 22, 1900, Mr Peek advised the board that 
his crossing had been fixed in a satisfactory manner. 

The case is therefore closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2143—1900. 
H. H RiBFB, Spbrry, Iowa, 

vs. 

BuRUNGTON, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway CompanV. 



Removal of elevator , 



Complaint filed November 28, 1898. 

Mr H. H. Riepe, of Sperry, Iowa, wrote to the board as follows: 

' *I will inform you that I am situated at Sperry, Iowa, on the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway , and am a regular grain dealer and have made appli- 
cation seven weeks ago for an elevator and the same was granted, and now they 
refuse to let me build said elevator on their sidetrack Their reason is 
that I am located on their sidetrack, they want me to move my house of 
business away from said sidetrack, and me to lose my right-of-way which 
has been reserved in a deed given to them when the road was built, and in said 
deed it states that I must not be molested or my assignee, or they would forfeit 
their right-of-way. On them authorizing to locate the place for said elevator, I 
had my material put on the ground to build said elevator and when I had the same 
on the ground they stopped me from building said elevator and my material has 
laid on the ground between three and four weeks; and they started to build their 
sidetrack on both sides of the sidetrack; they stayed away from the location with 
the south end of the sidetrack about two lengths of rails, just in order to keep me 
from building said elevator, to force me to move my building. I have offered them 
the privilege to move said building eighteen feet west of the old sidetrack, so I 
n^ould be on the new sidetrack, and it is causing me a big damage." 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company and the commissioners 
<were advised , on December 30th , that the complaint had been adjusted to the entire 
satisfaction of Mr. Riepe. 

On February 3, 1900, the complainant advised the board that if the railway 
comyany carried out their agreement it would be satisfactory to him , and if the 
company did not do so he would notify the board. Nothing having been heard 
from him the case may be regarded as closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 28, 1900. 
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No. 2144-1900. 
Citizens of Downey, 

vs. 



Petition for Night Agent. 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Company. 

Petition filed November 28, 1898. 

This complaint as filed with the board was a certified copy of petition sent ta 
the railway company which petition was as follows: 

We the undersigned patrons of the C, R. I. & P, do respectfully petition that a man be placed 
in charge of the depot at Downey to attend trains Nos. 4 and 2 and other night trains carrying passen- 
gers for reasons given below. 

First.— Vziirows are compelled to wait on platforms for above trains and in storm> or cold weather 
their discomfort or risk to health is very great. •• 

6^<:<7«rf— When strangers come to town there is no one to direct them and they are forced to 
leave their baggage on the platform at the mercy of thieves, tramps, etc. 

Third.— \\ti feel that custom that goes to the B. , C. R. &. N. because of above conditions, 
will come here where it rightly belongs, if the said disadvantageous conditions are removed. 

Signed. T. P. Keplinger 

and sixty-three others. 

A copy of the same was sent the railway company for attention and answer, and 
on January 12, 1899, Mr. W. H. Truesdale, the general manager, wrote the board 
as follows: 

Your letter ol December 13th. embodying copy of petition sent to our superintendent, W. H. 
Hobbs, by the the people at Downey, asking that a man be placed in our depot there to look after 
trains Nos. 4 and 2, was duly received and the matter has been fully investigated and considered by us. 

1 find that our passenger business at Downey is very light indeed, and whatever passengers we 
have for or from that point use our other trains, and that trains Nos. 4 and 2 do practically no business 
at all for Downey. We find, furthermore, on investigation, that the petition referred to was signed 
by almost every one in the town and surrounding country who could sign his name, it being signed by 
several small boys and girls, and a majority of the signatures being those of farmers, one of theai 
admitting that ' he never rode on a train in his life.' 

In view of all these circumstances we do not feel we would be justified in putting a man at 
Downey to take care of these trains, and have no doubt \our Honorable Board will sustain us in our 
position in the matter. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent the complainants and elicted a number of 
responses from interested parties at that point. Again Mr. Truesdale 's attention 
was called to the complaint, and on February 22, 1899, he wrote the Board as fol- 
lows: 

I duly received your letter of January 2Sth enclosing copies of several letters received from citi- 
zens of Downey, concerning station service at that point, particularly with respect to night trains. 
This, in further support of their complaint and request to your Honorable Board, that this company 
be required to put a night agent or assistant of some kind at Downey in order to properly care for the- 
passengers taking and leaving our trains No. 2 an i 4 at that point. 

1 have had our people investigate the matter fully again, first with respect to our claim that the 
original petition sent to your Board was very largely signed by people who have no possible interest ia 
the matter whatever and rarely, if ever, travel over our road on any trains. 

As a result of our investigations of this matter, our previous statements are fully corroborated. 
Second, to ascertain whether there was really a need for us to go to the additional expense desired in 
order to better protect the people desiring to take and leave the trains referred to there. 

I find that our gross earnings on local and coupon ticket sales and conductor's collections on all 
business from Downey for six months to December 31st, amounted to S675, or about $iia per month. 
To put a night man at that point would cost us anywhere from I30 to $40 per month, or from 30 to So 
pel cent, oi our gross earnings of Downey passenger business. This we consider unreasonable. 
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Furthermore, we find that very little passenger business of that station is done on these tra'.ns. 
For fiitten days, from January 20th to February 8th inclusive, the total number of passengers taking 
and leaving train No. 2 at Downey was six. During the same period the total number of passengers 
taking and leaving train No. 4 at that point was thirteen, so I think your Honorable Board will agree 
with us that no necessity is shown by these figures or by any statements or claims the people of 
Downey have been able to make and corroborate that we should go to the additional expense urged.. 

The principal train that the people use there at nights, which has not heretofore been attended 
by our agent, is No. 4. In order to conform to the views of the people there, as far as we feel we con- 
sistently can, our people have arranged the hours of our regular day agent there so that he will be on 
hand for that train. This, I think, will remove what little cause for complaint has existed there, and 
I trust will be satisfactory to your Honorable Board, as well as the people of that point. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent the complainants The case rested without 
further action by the Commission, in view of the fact that Mr. Truesdale stated 
that a man would be kept to attend the depot for the principal night train which 
the people used. On April 18, 1900, the Commissioners requested Mr. T. P. Kip- 
linger, who had represented the petitioners in the matter, to advise the Board > 
whether the railway company kept their depot at Downey opened, warmed and 
lighted a reasonable time before the arrival and after the departure of all passen- 
ger trains stopping at that point. No answer to the foregoing having been 
received, the case may be considered as satisfactorily settled. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2145—1900. 

WiNSLOw Holmes, Lohrville, iow.\, 
Chas. H. Wise, 

vs. ' Farm crossing with cattle-guards . 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway Com- 
pany. 

Complaint filed May 11, 1898. 

Mr. Winslow Holmes of Lohrville, la , wrote the board as follows. 

I have asked the superintendent of this division of the Chicago & N-W. R. R. to fence a crossing 
and put in cattle guards. He refuses to grant my request. Will you please notify the commissioners. 
I want one of my gates moved about thirty feet; also a few lengths of snow fence taken away. It will 
be necessary to come here to know fully the justice of my claims. The crossing is six miles east from 
Lake City, section 7, township 86, range 32, near the east end of Lake City section. Please state 
time, if possible, that you will be here. 

In reply to the foregoing the commissioners asked certain) questions of Mr. 

Holmes, to which he replied on May 16th as follows: 

Vours of the nth inst. received. In reply would say, I have iSo acres of land. The railroad 
crosses a few rods south of the center, north and south, and at the center east and west. Early in 
the spring- of i8q8 the railroad company moved my north gate back to the snow fence and placed it 
where a little flurry of snow and wind drifts so that the gate cannot be opened. I want a few lengths 
of snow fence taken away and have the gate moved about 30 feet west from where it now is, to take it 
away from a row of willows. The willows will protect the railroad from snow, if west end pf snow 
fence is all taken away. My reasons for asking for my crossing to be fenced and cattle guards put in, 
are these: I have to take more or less stock across said track morning and evening every day in the 
year. In summer when feed is fresh on right of way, it is very difficult to get stock across, especially 
in the morning. They have taken up their inside fence and moved back to the snow fence, so that I 
have as wide again strip to drive my stock across as I had before. I have never asked the railroad 
company to put in fence and cattle guards until now, and would not now if I could get along without 
them. You ask if I have to cross the railroad to get to the public highway. No I do not, but I need 



116 TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

the fences and cattle gruards more than any public crossinir needs them In Calhoun county; stock has 
to be taken care of here. 

Will send a cut of my crossing to you which is located nearly the center of my farm. 

When the foregoing was received the matter was taken up with the railway 
company, and on May 28, 1898, Mr. J. M. Whitman, general manager, answered 
as follows: 

Sir: I think I con best reply to your letter of the i8th instant, enclosing me a copy of a communi- 
cation to the Board from Mr. Winslow Holmes, of Lohrrille, Iowa, concerning a certain farm crossing, 
by quoting a report from our superintendent. I believe the Board will agr^e with me that Mr. Holmes 
can hare no reasonable grounds for complaint. 

This matter came up last march at which time we took out our inside fence on Mr. Holmes' 
farm, on account of haying loo feet extra right of way, for snow fence; we did not care to maintain two 
fences, and so dispensed with the one on the fifty foot linew The gate for his private crossing was put 
through the snow fence. He complained that it was inconvenient for him to drive his cattle across 
the extra right of way. At that time I declined to make any change In the way of putting in regular 
crossing with cattle guards. 

There is no great necessity for this arrangement, as he already has a lane across the extra snow 
fence right of way, formed by a row of willows on one side, and a two-wire fence on the other, and 
this we allowed to remain, so he could drive his cattle through without getting them scattered. This 
is on the north side of the track. His crossing is located so that trains can be seen approaching four 
miles in both directions. 

Of course the hedge and fence referred to stop at the fifty foot line, but they amply answer the 
purpose of the gate which formerly stood at same distance from the track. As for danger to bis stock 
from passing trains, they can be seen such a long distance that there ought not to be much liability of 
stock getting caught on the track. 

His proposition to remove part of our snow fence, and give him a crossing about thirty feet west 
from where it now is, involves the idea of putting in regular fence and cattle guards, which I do not 
think should be done. It seems to me his present crossing is all he should ask for. 

A copy of Mr. Whitman's letter was sent the complainant who replied thereto 
insisting that the board view the premises and grant him the relief asked for. 
The Commissioners fixed December 14th as the day for viewing the crossing, then 
notified the parties thereto. At this inspection the Commissioners suggested that 
some things might be done to better the condition of things at that crossing, 
which Mr. W. D. Hodge, Superintendent of this division of the C. N.-W. Rail- 
way thought could be carried out. On December 26th Mr. Hodge wrote the 
board as follows: 

As suggested by Commissioner Palmer, I sent our roadmaster to see Mr. Holmes, and offer to put 
in a gate at any point he might suggest, in the fence across the west end of the extra strip of right of 
way; but Mr. Holmes says he does not want another gate put in, and would not be satisfied with it. 
He has made up his mind that he wants an open crossing with cattle guards. I would submit that 
ibis is not a reasonable request, nor is it necessary. Mr. Holmes claims that snow drifted in his way, 
and asked for relief from that. We propose to give him the relief asked for, but the plan does not 
4eem to meet with his approval. 

oThe Commissioners wrote Mr. Holmes, stating the position taken by the rail- 
way company, and added: 

Inasmuch as the courts have held that a farmer is not entitled to an open crossing for ordinary 
farm purposes, it is presumed that the provisions made by the railway company for bettering the 
condition of your crossing were reasonably satisfactory to you. Unless you are heard from to the con* 
trary it will be so regarded and the case closed. 

On April 20th a postal card was received from Mr. Charles H. Wise, who stated 
that he had bought out Mr. Holmes; that the conditions at the crossing were the 
same as when the Commissioners viewed the crossing in December, 1898. 

The Commissioners wrote Mr. Wise, sending him a copy of Mr. Hodge's 
letter, and stated that inasmuch as the railway company agreed to carry out the 
suggestions of the Railroad Commissioners, it was thought that if he would write 
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Mr. Hodge, there would be no trouble in having the matter promptly adjusted, 
and that if he did not succeed the Commissioners would be pleased to hear from 
him. 

As nothing further has been heard from Mr. Wise, the case may be regarded 
as closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2146—1900- 
Jambs M. May. Russell, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed May 19, 1898. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

To Railroad Commissioners ^ Des Moines y Iowa. 

I am a farmer and live one mile southwest of Russell. Now I own another farm north and east 
of Russell one mile and joining the C, B. & Q. railway right of way. The farm is on the north side 
of the right of way. This farm is one-half mile from a road on the north and one-half mile from the 
road on the west. South of the railroad right of way loo rods is a public road. The farm just east of 
mine belonging to Mrs. Dixon is also shut in. Now, we have bought a strip of land for a private road 
extending from the road on the south to the railroad right of way. I hate asked Mr. O. £. Stewart, 
superintendent, Ottumwa, for a private crossing. After waiting nearly four weeks he declines to give 
it, without giving me any reason why. There once was a crossing at this place. At the present time 
I am having to go about two miles out of my way to get at my work, and then I do not own the way. 
The way I used to go has been closed up. Can you assist me to get a crossing? 

Yours respectfully, Jambs M. May. 

The above was laid before the railroad company for its attention , and on June 
6, 1898, Mr. C. M. Levey, superintendent of Iowa lines, made answer as follows: 

Your letter of May 19th to Mr. W. C. Brown, general manager of this company, about the appli- 
cation of Mr. James M. May, of Russell, Iowa, for a private crossing has been referred to me for inves- 
tigation, the result of which I now take pleasure in communicating to you. 

The facts in this case seem to be that Mr. May has been crossing the land of a Mr. Rockley, 
lying to the west of him, in order to get to the public highway. 1 am informed that Mr. Rockley is 
willing to sell him the permanent right to go across his land, but that Mr. May refuse^ this, although 
that wonld be a nearer and better outlet to town for him than the way he new proposes. I am also 
informed that he has not bought a strip of ground to be used as a road for access to the highway on the 
south, but that he has been negotiating for it. We have declined to make a private crossing for Mr. 
May at the place proposed, for the reason that it crosses our right of way at a place where our tracks 
diverge and where our right of way is about 375 feet wide. The crossing would be very expensive, 
because it involves heavy grading and two bridges, and these elemeiits, as you will see, would neces- 
sarily make the crossing very expensive to maintain. Besides, I am advised by our law department 
that Mr. May has no legal right to demand a crossing, as he does not own the land upon both sides of 
our railroad; and while we try not to be technical about these matters, where we can by any reasonable 
concession accomodate people living along our line, yet we feel that in this case the demand is so 
unreasonable that we should have to refuse to comply with it, especially as the law seems to be on 
our side. In addition to the expense of making and maintaining this crossing, there would be some 
additional danger to trains, and this is another reason why we have not felt that we could consent to 
its being put in. 

I shall be glad to give you any further information that you may desire upon this subject 

I enclose a blue print, which shows the situation. 
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The papers in this case were mislaid, and upon their recovery April 18, 1900, a 
letter was immediately dispatched to .the complainant, requesting him, if the case 
had not been adjusted to his satisfaction, to so advise the Commission. 
Nothing having been heard from him the case is therefore closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2147—1900. 

Board of Township Trustees, Davenport, 1 
Iowa. 



^ ' V Highway crossing, 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway | 
Company. J 

Complaint filed June 22, 1898. 

The complainants in this case stated that the C, R. I. & P. Railway company 
was maintaining a dangerous highway crossing near the western limits of the city 
of Davenport and desired to know what steps they should take to compel the rail- 
way company to lessen the danger. 

On June 30, 1898, Mr. W. H. Truesdale, Vice-President and General Manager, 
wrote the Board concerning this matter as follows: 

Please note enclosed copy of letter from our Mr. McFarlin relative to complaint of Board of 
Township trustees of Davenport as to dangerous crossing near the western limits of the city. 

From what Mr. McFarlin says I do not see that this crossing is any more dang^erous than the many 
other ^'rade crossings we have on our line, and while wc would be willing to join with the trustees, 
and have already made a proposition to them to do so in abolishing it, they paying a portion of expense, 
f s ir dicated in Mr. McFarlin's letter, I do not think we can afford to go to the entire expense of mak- 
ing this an undercrossing, as they evidently want. 

1 believe the Board will agree with me that we have made a liberal proposition to the trustees to 
change this and they ought to accept it. 

Accompanying! the foregoing was a letter referred to by Mr. Truesdale as fol- 
lows: 

Davenport, June 29th, 1898. 

I f '. //. Truesdale ^ Esq. , isi I 'ice-Prest. and General Manager, Chicago, III. 

Dear Sir:—' 'Regarding attached, I presume the road referred to is one that they wished to have 
changed to go through on the section line. At the time the highway was established it was put through 
at the end of a big fill. They now wish an underground crossing but as it will cost probably $4,000 or 
5S.000 to put it in with masonry 1 made them an offer to put it in if they would pay us 5i.2oo. Outside 
of this there has been no other complaint, and 1 do not know of any crossing that is in a dangerous 
condition, unless they call a grade crossing dangerous. " Truly yours, 

(Signed) W. K. McFARLIN. 

The commissioners visited the locality after giving proper notice, on August 
17th, and took the case under advisement. The commissioners received word, 
however, that an adjustment was probable and deferred any further action Noth- 
ing being heard from the parties, on April 18th, 1900, the commissioners wrote 
the complainants, advising them that they understood that the case had been 
adjusted and requesting that, if this was true, they write the Board to thateflfect. 

Nothing having been heard from them the case was closed. 
Des Moines, Iowa, November 30, 1900. 
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No. 2148—1900. 
Farmers Association by A. F. Lough, 

ESTHERVILLE, lOWA, 

vs }■ Application for elevator site. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway Company. 

Application filed July 9, 1898. 

The complainant in this case stated that application had been made by the 
Partners Association for a location upon which to build an elevator at Estherville, 
but the applicants were uuable to get any reply whatever. 

The case was taken up with Mr. W P Brad^, general agent of the Burlington , 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, who answered, on August 29, 1898, 
that they had investigated the application and found that there was no commercial 
necessity for another elevator at that point; that the four elevators already there 
"veere sufficient to answer the business demands. 

The commissioners had some further correspondence with the committee repre- 
senting the applicants for this location, wrote them concerning the position taken 
by the railway company and advised that, if it could be made to appear to the 
board that the elevators already located at Estherville were insufficient to reason- 
ably accommodate the public, the commissioners would make a further investiga- 
tion and make such a finding as the facts would warrant 

The commissioners did make further investigations into this matter, ascertained 
that the elevators already located at Estherville had a capacity of 215,000 bushels 
and it appearing that that capacity was sufficient to accommodate the public 
interests, the case was dismissed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 28, 1900. 



No. 2149—1900. 

T. I. Sioner, Des Moines y Iowa, 

In matter of an application for a second-class rating on wallpaper in bundles, 
crates, or boxes, released, less than car loads. 
Application filed July 20, 1898 

Under date of July 19, 1898, Mr. T.I Stoner, of Des Moines, made application 
for second-class rating on wallpaper in bundles, crates, or boxes, released, in l^ss 
than car loads, stating that this rating applied in both Illinois and eastern classi- 
fications. Mr George A. MuUin, of Cedar Falls, also made application to the 
same effect 

On January 4th the commissioners heard this application together with others , 
and there seemed to be considerable question as to the value of wallpaper, as 
compared with other grades of paper, together with the proper cla.ssifi cation 
obtained on the various kinds of papers, the commissioners reserved their decision 
upon this commodity at this time to permit further investigation In the meantime 
Mr. T. I. Stoner, with other parties, established a factor>' for the manufacture of 
wallpaper at Des Moines, Iowa, and urged upon the commissioners the necessity 
of taking action upon the application. 
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After carefully considering the phases of the situation, the commissioners, on 
March 1, 1900, made the following ruling to take effect March 15, 1900: 

"Paper hangings (wallpaper) in bundles, crates, or boxes, released, L. C. L- 
20." 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 26, 1900. 



No. 250-1900. 

S. L. Collins Oil Tank Linb, Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. P\ul Rail- 
way Company. 



• Refusal to Switch, 



Complaint filed July, 23, 1898. 

S L. Collins, Oil Tank Line, under date of July 18, 1898, made the following 

complaint to the board: 

Cbdar Rapids, Iowa, July xS, 1898. 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa at Des Moines: 

Comes now the S. L. Collins Oil Tank Line and complains against tiie Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul railway company, and for cause of such complaint respectfully submits the following facts for the 
consideration of your honorable board: 

Complainant states first that it is a corporation organized under the laws of the state of Iowa, for 
the purpose of handling and dealing in petroleum oil and the products therefrom, having its principal 
place of business at Knoxville, in the State of Iowa, with a branch of said business at Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa. 

That said Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway company is a corporation organized under the 
laws of Wisconsin, and is a common carrier running and operating its line of railway in the state of 
Iowa, and through the county of Linn and city of Cedar Rapids, as aforesaid. 

Second.— T\i%\ on or about the month of January, 1898, complainant herein desiring to establish its- 
said branch of business in Cedar Rapids as aforesaid, by its officers visited said city for that purpose. 
That upon said visit it was determined by said corporation to locate a branch business in Cedar Rapids, 
and after looking over the various localities, complainant decided to, and did obtain option on two- 
lots cornering on Third street and Ninth avenue, on the west side of the Cedar river in said Cedar 
Rapids. 

That said option was conditioned upon the fact that said railway company would agree to build a 
spur track on the northerly side of the main line of railroad, which ran over said Ninth avenue 
in said city, and upon the further condition that said city of Cedar Rapids would authorize said rail- 
road company to build said track. 

That in conjunction with certain citizens of Cedar Rapids, the officers of the complainant herein 
visited the officers of said railway company having authority to act in such matters and procured an 
oral agreement upon their part that in case said city would consent thereto that said railroad company 
wbuld build a side track for the use and convenience of complainant herein receiving and shipping- 
the products of petroleum in which they were dealing as aforesaid. 

That the city of Cedar Rapids upon being requested to do so by its council in meeting assembled 
on the twenty-first day of January, 1898, passed a resolution granting the said railway company the 
priviledge of constructing and maintaining such side track for the use of complainant herein as agreed 
by said company, a copy of which resolution is hereto attached, marked exhibit "A," and made a. 
part hereof. 

That after obtaining said consent upon the part of said railway company, and the passage of said 
resolution, complainant herein perfected its said option and purchased said lots for the uses and purposes- 
aforesaid, and immediately thereafter proceeded to and did erect and now has located thereon build- 
ings, tanks, engines and other appliances for receiving, shipping, handling and dealing in petrolenn^ 
oil and its products in said city of Cedar Rapids and located upon said lots. 

Third— 1\i9X afterwards, to-wit: about February x8, 1898, the said city of Cedar Rapids, by its 
council aforesaid, unlawfully and in violation ot the rights and privileges granted to said railway com- 
pany and this complainant as aforesaid, undertook to, and did pass a resolution rescinding the right 
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and aathority of said railway company to locate and maintain said side track in Ninth avenue adjacent 
to the lots of complainant herein, a copy of which resolution is hereto attached, marlced exhibit *'B, " 
juid made a part hereof. 

Fourth. —ThKt after complainant took the option on the lots aforesaid, and prior to the resolution 
narked Exhibit **B,"as aforesaid, the complainant was advised by said railway company by tele- 
gram, in words as follows, to-wit: * 'Can't put new track in at once, you can unload new tanks from 
main line and use present switch till spring. " 

Fi/tA.—Thtit at all times heretofore and now said railway company has constructed, maintained and 
operated said side track extending from about Second street to and beyond Third street on the southerly 
side of their main line running through Ninth avenue on the west side of the Cedar river in the city of 
Cedar Rapids as aforesaid, from which said side track in pursuance of the agreement of said railway 
company, as well as said telegram, and in pursuance of the law in such cases made and provided reg- 
ulating the conduct ot said railway company in the management of its business said complain- 
ant has been up to about the first of July, 1898, permitted to,' and did ship over the line of said 
railway company large quantities of oil in bulk in oil tank cars, which said cars were by said company 
up to about July i, 1898, switched upon said track for the purpose of permitting complainant herein to 
unload the same by drawing the oil off from said cars througn pipes connected with the tanks of com- 
plainant, situated upon said lots as aforesaid. 

That the character of the goods dealt in by complainant so shipped over the railroad was such 
that it was and is impossible to unload the same as ordinary freight is unloaded in warehouses, but it is 
required to be unloaded and transferred to tank's for the purpose of holding and containing the same upon 
said lots in and about the transaction of the business ot complainant herein, and said side tracic and 
the nght to use the same for said purpose is convenient and necessary adjunct to the economical and 
profitable conduct of complainant's said business in shipping and dealing in petroleum as aforesaid. 
1.II FiftA.— That the said railway company is and has been at all times mentioned herein in the habit 
of switching cars having freight proper to be unloaded upon tbe side track adjacent to the lots of 
complainant herein as aforesaid, and has permitted and is now permitting to accomodate other ship- 
pers switching said cars upon said side track for the purpose of unloading as aforesaid, and for the 
convenient transaction of their said business, and has up to about the 30th of June, 1898 switched cars 
for complainant herein upon said side track for the purpose of unloading as aforesaid, and the com- 
plainant avers and represents to your honorable Board that on or about June 30th, 1898, there was 
shipped to complainant over the railway of said company car No. aoS, containing 4575 gallons of gaso- 
line, and on or about Julys, i^« there was likewise shipped to complainant car No. iii, containing 
6i3S gallons refintd oil, which said railway company then, and from hence hitherto has refused to deliver 
said cars on said switch, or in any manner place the same thereon so that complainant could conven- 
isntly and economically unload the same into its tanks as aforesaid upon said lots. 

That complainant has made numerous demands upon said defendant, its officers and agents having 
charge of tbe switching of cars for unloading at Cedar Rapids as aforesaid, that said railway company 
placed said cars upon said switch for the purpose of being unloaded, which demand said railway com- 
pany by its said officers and agents aforesaid have and still do refuse, although said railway company is 
using and operating said sidetrack for tbe purpose of unloading, loading and shipping freight for other 
patrons of said railway company in said city of Cedar Rapids. 

lliat said railway company assigns as reason for its refusal to deliver said cars of complainant on 
said sidetrack as aforesaid that said city of Cedar Rapids has threatened that if said railway company 
allows and permits cars of oil to be shipped upon said sidetrack and unloaded thereon, that the said 
city will compel it, the said railway company, to take up and remove said sidetrack from said Ninth 
avenue in said city as aforesaid. 

Sixtk.—BvLt complainant avers and shows your honorable board that by reason of the facts and 
circnmstances hereinbefore set forth, and the great length of time said city has permitted said railway 
company to use and occupy so much of Ninth avenue as was necessary for the sidetrack aforesaid, that 
said city is estopped from in any manner interfering with maintaining of the said sidetrack in said 
avenue as against the said railway company, and that the said threat of the city furnishes no reason or 
excuse for the acts, conduct and refusal of said railway company as aforesaid. 

That the said right and privilege to use said sidetrack for the purpose of unloading petroleum and 
its products dealt In by this complainant as aforesaid, and so denied to it by the said railway company, 
is necessary for the successful conduct of the business of complainant in dealing with said petroleum 
and products. 

That with such right the unloading of said petroleum and its products was very convenient and 
economtcal, and without such rights is difficult and expensive. 

That with said right and privileges said complainant can unload its peculiar character of goods 
directly from the railway cars, and store the same until delivered, with great convenience and economy 
to complainant 
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That without said rig^ht it will have to haul in tanks from such inconvenient place as said railway 
company may choose, and deposit it in its tanks on said lots, a veiy tedious and expensive operation. 

That the permission to have said tank cars switched upon said sidetrack for the purpose as afore 
said, and the refusal to g^rant the same by said railway company, operates as a discrimination in favor 
of other shippers of freight necessary to be unloaded on said sidetrack, and is unjust, unreasonable, and 
in violation of the said railway's duties and obligations as a common carrier towards this complainant. 

That from the nature of the goods handled by complainant it is necessary to bring said railway 
tank cars within reach of the suction pipes of complainant's steam pump, and to do this it is necessary 
to put the tank cars on the switch already there as aforesaid until the new switch promised and agreed 
to be placed in said avenue by said railway company is built and tank cars switched thereon. 

That by reason of the unjust and unreasonable refusal of said railway company to accede to the 
just and reasonable demands of complainant in switching its cars on said sidetrack as aforesaid com- 
plainant has already been damaged in the sum of $105 by delays, expense in handling and hauling the 
oil at a great distance, and if said railway company continues to, and is allowed to continue to refuse to 
switch said cars, said complainant will be damaged in further large sums, at least in the sum of $2, soo 
within the next year. 

Wherefore complainant asks that 3'our honorablo hoard serve a copy of this complaint upon the 
officers of said railway company, and fix a time and place for hearing as by law prescribed, and that 
upon such hearing your honorable board order and direct that e^aid railway company be compelled to 
switch the tank cars of complainant as aforesaid upon the said sidetrack for the purpose of unloading 
it as aforesaid, and that in case said railway company shall refuse or neglect to abide or comply with 
the order of this honorable board within the time prescribed for such compliance by this honorable 
board, then that this board order and direct the attorney-general of the state of Iowa to commence an 
action in the nami* of the state for a mandatory order of the court compelling: a compliance on the part 
of -said railway comjiany with the order of this board, all as provided by law, and that complainant may 
have such other orders in the premises as to this honorable board may seem just and equitable between 
the parties. 

The S. L. Collins Oil Tank Line. 

Bv S. L. Collins, Frcsident 



EXHIBIT *'A.*' 



Aid. Eakle submitted the following: 

Be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Cedar Rapids, That permission is hereby given to 
the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad Company to construct, maintain and operate a side track 
on the north side of their present main line between Second and Third streets West, said side track 
to be connected with the main line by suitable curvatures at or near said Second and Third streets, 
and the greatest distance between the rails of the said side track and the main line not to exceed 
thirty-five (35) feet, provided the Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul Railway Company shall hold the city 
harmless of any and all damage by reason of the construction, maintainance and operation of said 
side track. 

Passed this Twenty-first day of January, A. D., 1898. 

Geo. a. Lincoln, 
Attest: Mayor. 

J. G. Blaine, 

Recorder. 

Adopted. 

EXHIBIT "B.'* 

February, 18, 1898. 
The Honorable Mayor and City Council, Cedar Rapids, loiva: 

Gentlemen:— Your committee, to whom you referred the petition of J. L. Pospishil, protesting 
against the city granting any right or privilege to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway to 
build and construct a switch on the north side of their main line on Ninth .Vvenue, West, between Sec- 
ond and Third streets, claiming that said switch would cut otf access to his property, and greatly 
depreciate the same in value 

We find the facts as set forth by the petitioner true, as the construction of this siding will shut Mr 
Pospishil otf from the use of Ninth avenue, and practically from the use of the alley, without the use 
of private property to get in and out. 

W^e find that the C, M. & St. P. have a siding on the north side of Ninth Avenue, leading off 
from the main line just east of Second street, and extending to Third street, and as Ninth avenue is 
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but a sixty-six foot street, the south side, or one-half of Ninth avenue is^t present closed from traffic, 
and to allow the construction of the siding on the north side of theC, M. & St. P. 's main line between 
Second and Third streets will entirely close Ninth avenue between Second and Third streets. 

We, therefore, recommend that the action ot the city council of January 21st, 1898, in adopting the 
resolution {^ranting to the C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. the right of construction and maintaining a side 
track on Ninth avenue, between Second and Third streets be rescinded. 

W. G. H.ASKELL, 
H. J. RAPS, 
J. B. LEVERICH. 
Adopted. Committee on railroads . 



The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company filed the following 
answer thereto: 

The S. L. Collins Oil Tank Line, 1 

I 

r Answer, 
The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Railway Company. 

Now comes the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company , and answer- 
ing the complainant herein, states: 

That at no time has this company through any authorized officer, orally or 
otherwise, agreed to lay down a track for the accomodation of the complainant as 
set forth in the complaint; but that nevertheless it is now willing to agree to do so, 
provided authority be granted by the council of the city of Cedar Rapids by ordin- 
ance or resolution, and under the usual conditions. 

This company says that the spur track on the southerly side of its main track , 
which is mentioned in the complaint, upon which the complainant asked that 
this company be required to place cars containing oil and petroleum products con- 
signed to the complainant, was originally constructed and has been used by the 
company to place cars loaded with stone and similiar material so that the con- 
signees thereof might unload the same; that up to the time of the locating of the 
complainant's oil tanks near the same, that the said spur track had not been used 
for the delivery of oil, gasoline or similar products, and that it was never used for 
the purpose of receiving freight of any kind from consignors; that this company 
has no objection to placmg oil tank cars of the complainant upon the said track 
for unloading, but that the citizens of Cedar Rapids living in the vicinity of said 
track have seriously and strenuously objected to the city authorities to the use of 
the said track for such purpose; and that the city council of the said city and its 
authorized committee and the officers of the city of Cedar Rapids having charge 
of the streets of said city > have forbidden the use of the said spur track by this com- 
pany for the purpose of placing cars loaded with oil thereon , and have forbidden 
use of said spur track for the delivery of oil, gasoline and similiar products of 
petroleum; that the said spur track being in one of the streets of the said city, 
over which the city of Cedar Rapids has police jurisdiction, this company believes 
that it is obliged to obey the mandates of the said city and its officers with respect 
thereto; and for that reason only has it refused to place upon said track cars 
loaded with such oils and petroleum products as are handled by the complainant . 

This company further answering the complainant, says: that it is and at all 
time has been willing and desirous of furnishing such accommodations to the said 
complainant as will accord with its duties as a common carrier, and has been pre- 
vented from doing what the complainant desires by the acts of said authorities of 
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the city of Cedar Rapids; that under the ordinances of the city of Cedar Rapids 
under which this company holds its rights to the maintainance of said track in said 
street, as well as under the statutes of the State of Iowa» the policing of the said 
street and track, and the protection of the public interests therein is vested in the 
legal and proper authorities of the city of Cedar Rapids; and, having been duly 
warned by the officers of said city that if the spur track shall be used for the un- 
loading or handling of oils as desired by the complainant, the railway company 
will be required to remove the said spur track, it believes that in disregarding the 
said warning it would seriously jeopardize its rights and the interests of its 
patrons. 

Whbrbforb, This company prays your honarable board to make no order in the 
premises which will require this company in the obedience thereof to perform acts 
in violation of the lawful requirements of the authorities of said city of Cedar 
Rapids. 

Thb Chicago, Milwaukee & St, Paul Railway Company, 

By 

The commissioners appointed a hearing in thiscase at Cedar Rapids, July 28th, 
and at the time and date stated , the board met the representatives of the railway 
company and the S. L. Collins Oil Tank Line. It developed at the hearing that 
both railway and oil tank company agreed substantially to all the facts set forth in 
the petition filed in the case . 

Supt. Goodn'ow stated that his company would like very much to set all the oil 
company's cars on the switch in controversy, but that if he did so he would brings 
the company in conflict with the city of Cedar Rapids, and that he did not want 
to do. He expressed belief that the only way was for the Collins Oil company to 
make its peace with the city direct. Judge Preston, for the Collins Oil Tank 
Line, stated that he believed that the commissioners should make an order com- 
pelling the railway company to set the tank cars as asked in the petition , then if 
the city carried out its threat, to force the railway company to take up its track, 
then he would institute injunction proceedings against the city and would not 
necessarily involve the railway in the case at all. 

On September 20, 1898, Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager, C, M. & St. 
P. Ry. company, stated that the company had placed two cars on the track in 
controversy which had been emptied by piping under the track and the cars re- 
moved. He also stated that he had been advised by the Collins Oil Tank com* 
pany that they were now satisfied with the position taken by the railway company , 
and they would soon withdraw their complaint. 

On November 28, 1898, the board received a letter from the attorney for the 
complainant stating that the railway company had informed them , that they pro- 
posed to put cars on the side track in controversy as long as the side track was 
maintained there, and the Collins Oil Tank Line desired them to do so. 

As this case seems to have been adjusted to the mutual satisfaction of both the 
railway company and the complainant the same is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 26, 1900. 
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No. 2151—1900. 
H. M. Edgb, Tipton, Iowa, 

vs. 

BURLIKGTON, CBDAR RaPIDS & NORTHERN 

Railway Co. 



► Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed Augpist 15, 1898. 

The compUinant in this ease stated that inasmuch as the railroad had divided 
fais farm in such a way that the smaller part of the farm including his buildings, 
was on the south side while the main part of the farm was on the north, he thought 
that he should be entitled to an under-grade crossing as it was dangerous to drive 
bis stock back and forth over it, especially in the winter. The complaint was 
taken up with the railway company and the answer was made that Mr. Edge had 
purchased the farm with full knowledge of the conditions as they existed and that 
he was furnished with a good under-grade crossing and the company did not feel 
it should be required to do anything further in the way of a crossing upon this 
farm. At a later time Mr. Edge wrote the commission that he had sold the farm 
and had no further interest in the case. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



Requesting removal of station agent. 



No. 2152—1900. 
Miles Sin key, Nashville, Iowa. 

vs. 

Chicbgo & Northwestern Railway Co. 

Complaint filed September 5, 1898. 

This was a complaint from Mr. Miles Sinkey, of Nashville, that the agent was 
incompetent and did not give the public proper attention . The matter was brought 
to the attention of the railway company and in reply thereto Mr. J. M. Whitman, 
General Manager, wrote the Board on January 26, 1899, that the complaiilt was a 
personal one of Mr. Sinkey *s and he was utterly unable to find any one in or about 
Nashville, doing any business with the railway company, who was in any way 
dissatisfied with their treatment at the hands of the present agent. The Board 
requested Mr. Sinkey to get statements from the patrons of the office to the effect 
that the services of the agent were unsatisfactory, if such were the facts, and the 
commissioners would take the matter up further with the company. The state- 
ments requested were never filed and the case is closed. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2153—1900. 
Job Fockler, Fayette, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Dangerous highway crossing. 



Complaint filed September?, 1898. 

The complainant in this case advised the Board that a highway crossing two 
miles southeast ot Fayette,* known as the Doud crossing, on the Chicago, Milwau- 
kee & St. Paul Railway, was unsafe, and ought to be remedied. 

In sending this complaint to the railway company the Commissioners said, * 'If 
we are able to reach a conclusion from an examination and inspection of the pho- 
tographs sent us, we are inclined to believe this crossing is a dangerous one." 
Replying thereto Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager of the railway company » 
stated under date of October 3, 1898, that he had had the situation carefully exam- 
ined, and found that on account of the physical conditions at that point there was 
no way to make a safer crossing; that it was not practicable to remove the hill that 
obstructs the view, or to build an over or under grade crossing. He also stated 
that the records of the company showed that there had been but one accident at 
the crossing in twenty years. 

The Commissioners visited the crossing complained of on January 10, 1899, 
and from the investigation made at that time, believes that if certain action were 
taken by the board of supervisors of Fayette county, in relocating the highway at 
his particular point, a suitable place could be obtained for an under-crossing. 
The case was held for some months awaiting action by the board of supervisors, 
until finally, on Septebmer 20, 1899, the Commissioners addressed a letter to the 
auditor of the county, inquiring what action, if any, had been taken by the super- 
visors. 

Replying thereto Mr. J. E. Dempster, county auditor, stated that the board of 
supervisors was willing to vacate, and relocate where it would be more convenient 
for an undergrade crossing, providing, howevever, that the expense be borne by 
other parties than Fayette county . 

General Manager Collins stated in reply that "If the board of supervisors desired 
to change the location of the highway, and to cross the company's right of way 
and track at a point that will make a less dan}3:erous crossing, the company will 
not object to the change provided it is made without expense to it and the present 
crossing is vacated. 

No proposion in regard to this matter has been received from the board of Super 
visors, or from any other officials of the town or county.'* 

On October 24th a copy of Mr. Collins' letter was sent to Mr. Dempster, and 
the Commissioners stated ' 'You will note that Mr. Collins states that no effort has 
been made to adjust this matter by the board of supervisors with the company, 
and might it not be well for your board to make some definite proposition to the 
company, and see what can be accomplished in this way. This is suggested from 
the fact that the matter of highw^ay crossings and the authority of the Board of 
Railroad Commissioners to act therein is in such condition in the state that no cer- 
tainty exists as to the power this Board may have in such cases. 

•'The case will await your further suggestions." 

Nothing further having been heard in this case the same is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 26, 1900. 



Joint Rates. 
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No. 2154—1900. 
• 

Port Arthur Export Co., by E. E. 
Carpenter, Omaha, Neb. 

vs 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Co., THE Omaha & St. Louis K. 
R . Co. , AND THE Sioux City & North- 
ern Railway, CWarwick Hough and 
Samuel Beals, Receivers.) 

Complaint filed September 29. 1898. 

L^pon date named the following letters were received by the Board of Railrcad 

Commissioners: 

September 28, iSs*^. 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of loiva, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Gentlemkn— Under the provisions of section 2155 of the Code of Iowa we ask you to make a just 
and reasonable joint tariff from Lester, Iowa, and intermediate points on the Sioux City & Northern 
Railroad company, to Blanchard, Iowa, on the Omaha & St. Louis Railroad company, on wheat, oats, 
corn, p>otatocs and emii^rant movables and on lumber in the opposite direction usin^ the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad company and Omaha & St. Louis Railroad company's lines. 
Will you please give the proper notices for a hearing on this matter, 

Very truly, 

Port Arthur Export Co., 

Per E. E. Carpenter. 
September 28, 1898. 

Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of Iowa. Des Moines^ Iowa : 

Gentlemen — Under the provisions of section 215s of the Code of Iowa we ask you to make 
a just and reasonable joint tariff from Hull, Iowa, and intermediate points on the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Railway company, to Blanchard, Iowa, on the Omaha & St. Louis Railway company, upon 
wheat, oats, corn, potatoes and imigrant movables and on lumber in the opposite direction. 
Will you please give the proper notices for bearing on this matter. 

Very truly. 

Port Arthur Export Co., 

Per E. E. Carpentor. 

The board in answer thereto wrote Mr. Carpenter as follows: 

• * Replying to your communications of the 28th inst , concerning the matter of 
joint rates, I am directed by the commissioners to say that from an examfnation 
of sections 2152, 2153 and 2154, in connection with section 2155, it is the opinion 
of the board that your complaint should contain an allegation or statement show- 
ing not only the failure on the part of the railway companies to establish joint 
through rates, but also that a request has been made by the shipper or interested 
party of the railway companies over whose lines the rates are desired, for the 
adoption and establishment of reasonable through joint rates." 

Under date of September 30, Mr. E. E. Carpenter wrote the board as follows: 

* * Your favor of the 29th inst., at hand and in reply will state that I have asked 
the Kansas City, Pittsburg & Gulf railroad, the Chicago & Northwestern railroad, 
the S , C & P. railroad, the C, M. & St. P railroad and the S., C. & N. railroad 
for a through rate to Kansas City, a joint rate to Blanchard, Iowa, and a joint 
rate to Council Bluffs, and have not been able to get any rates, except the local 
Iowa tariffs on each line except that the S , C & P railroad and C. & N. W. rail- 
road, 97 miles, have a tariff between all their stations based upon the C, M.& St. 
P. 155 miles Iowa tariff, and upon learning these facts I wrote to Mr. McNider, 
general freight agent of the S., C. & N. railroad and received a reply that they 
would not put in a joint tariff giving them less than the Iowa distance tariff 
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"Mr. Ln B. Beardsley, superintendent of the C, M. & St P. railroad, has failed 
to make any reply to letter of several weeks ago. I cannot compel them to reply 
to my inquiries On receipt of yours this morning I called at the office of the as- 
sistant general freight agent of the Kansas City, Pittsburg ft Gulf railroad in 
Omaha and was informed that they are ready and willing to comply with the law on 
joint tariffs, but that their connecting lines refuse to agree to it. I then wrote the 
letters of which I enclose copies herewith , and a renewal of the application to yoUf 
board to establish rates." 

Under same date, viz. , September 30, further communication was received from 
Mr. Carpenter as follows: 

' 'Under the provisions of sections 2152 to 2155 inclusive of the Code of Iowa, 
1897, we ask you to establish a just and reasonable joint tariff from Hull, Iowa, 
and Perkins, Iowa, and intermediate points on the Chicago, Milwaukee ft St. 
Paul Railway lines and Sioux City ft Northern Railroad to Blanchard, Iowa, on 
the Omaha ft St. Louis Railway upon wheat, oats, com, and potatoes, and on 
lumber in the opposite direction. 

' ' Have been making applications for the past thirty days to the various railway 
companies over whose lines shipments would be made, from Hull and Perkins, 
Iowa, and other points on the same lines to Council Bluffs and Kansas City via 
Blanchard, Iowa, and have been unable to get any rates whatever except the local 
Iowa distance tariffs. That the Kansas City, Pittsburg ft Gulf Railway company 
have agreed and are willing to make a joint rate; neither the Chicago, Milwaukee 
ft St. Paul Railway company, the Chicago ft Northwestern Railway company, the 
Sioux City ft Pacific Railway company or the Sioux City ft Northern Railway 
company will agree to make any joint rates, and refuse so to do. 

* *Will you please give the proper notices for a hearing on this matter.*' 

Mr Carpenter also furnished the board with copies of letters he had sent the 
railway companies asking for joint rates. 

Upon receipt of the foregoing the board issued the following notice: 

NOTICE. 

To th4 Chicago, Milwaukee 6* St, Paul Railway company, the Omaha 6* St. Louis Railroad eom^ 
Pany, and the Sioux City 6* Northern Railroad company ( Warwick Hough and Samuel J. BeaW 
receivers) and ctll Persons, Parties and corporations interested: 

You and each of you are hereby notified that the Port Arthur Export company have filed with the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa, at its office in Des Moines, an application In 
writing aslcin? said Board of Railroad Commissioners ' *to malce and establish a just and reasonable 
joint tariff from Hull, Iowa, and intermediate points on the Chicago, Milwaulcee & St. Paul Railway 
company to Blanchard, Iowa, on the Omaha & St. Louis Railway, upon wheat, oats, corn, potatoes 
and emigrant movables and on lumber in the opposite direction." also "a just and reasonable joint 
tariff from Lester, Iowa, and intermediate points on the Sioux City & Northern Railroad company to 
Blanchard, Iowa, on the Omaha & St. Louis Railroad company upon wheat, oats, corn, potatoes and 
emigrant.movables and on lumber in the opposite direction, using the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railroad company and Omaha & St. Louis Railroad company's lines." 

You are further notified that the Board of Railroad Commissioners hate fixed the twentieth day of 
December, 1898. at 10 o'clock A. m. of said day at the office of said Board of Railroad Commissioners 
at Des Moines, Iowa, as the time and place of hearing said application, and you are further notified 
that you may appear at such hearing and show cause, if any you have, why said Board of Railroad 
Commissioners should not make and establish through reasonable joint rates on the merchandise and 
commodities above named, between the said points upon the lines of railway aforesaid, it being the 
intention of said Board of Railroad Commissioners to revise or change the present schedule or rates 
and establish and promulgate through reasonable joint rates over said lines of railway between the 
points aforesaid, upon the commodities and merchandise above named, if upon such hearing it is 
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decided or determined that a revision or change of rates should be made, or that through reasonable 
joint rates should be established thereon. 
By order of the board. 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

[seal,] Secretary. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 21, 1898. 

Upon the date named in the above notice hearing was had in this case at the 
ofiSce of the board in Des Moines, Iowa, a number of exhibits were filed by the 
complainants herein, showing the refusal of the railway companied named to make 
the joint rates as requested. At this hearing considerable testimony was introduced 
on behalf of the complainants, As the testimony proceeded the complainants 
insisted upon certain tariffs being filed which request read as follows: 

**That the defendants in this case — the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
road company, the Omaha & St Louis Railroad company, and the Sioux City & 
Northern Railroad company — be required to file with this commission, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of section 2133 of the Code of Iowa, 1897, any tariffs now 
in force on their respective roads on interstate trafl&c, whether originating within 
the state of Iowa or without the state '' 

The defendants, at the close of the introduction of the testimony offered by the 
complainants, requested that the hearing be continued in order that the companies 
might comply with the demands of the complainants. This being agreeable to the 
complainants the case was so continued, January 17, 1899, being date set for the 
conclusion of the hearing. On January 13, 1899, the complainant, by Hon. P. T. 
Campbell, his attorney, requested postponment until Pebruary 1, 1899, on account 
of sickness in the family of Mr. Carpenter. The request was granted by the 
Board and all parties notified accordingly. Again on January 24, 1899, Mr. E. E. 
Carpenter wrote the Board requesting postponment for a month or an indefinite 
period, "subject to sufficient notice being given all parties.*' Mr. Carpenter 
stated that this postponment was requested on account of sickness in his family. 
In view of the reasons given by Mr. Carpenter, the Board notified all parties that 
the date for a further hearing in this matter would be left open awaiting further 
advice of the complainant. It has now been nearly two years since this last notice 
was g^ven and as Mr. Carpenter has never called up the case the same is closed 
without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1 , 1900. 



No. 2155—1900. 

b j fitzpatrick and othbrs, csdar 
Vallby, Iowa, 

vs. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 



' Petition tor stock yards. 



Petition filed October 20, 1898. 

Cedar Valley, the town from which this petition came, is a terminus of a 
branch from the Davenport & Clinton line built to reach the Cedar Valley quar- 
ries In time a little village sprang up at this place and the petitioners felt that 
the company should provide stock yard facilities at this point In answering the 
complaint the company said that it had no terminal facilities at Cedar Valley out- 
side of the right of way, all additional tracks being located on land belonging to 
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the quarry owners; that a short distance from Cedar Valley there were many towns 
having proper shipping facilities and that, while the institution of stock yards at 
Cedar Valley would accommodate the farmers in the immediate vicinity, yet the 
number to be benefitted would not be large and those who would receive the 
greatest benefit from the location of such stock yards did not now have an 
unreasonable distance to take their stock for shipment. 

Owing to the near location of Tipton, West Branch, Centerdale, Plato and 
Buchanan to the point in question and the fact that this was in reality a switch 
track to the quarry located there, the Board did not feel like recommending to 
the railway company to establish regular stock shipping facilities at that poin). 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 215G-1900. 
F. J. Parr, Ft. Dodge, Iowa, 

vs. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Comhany. 



■ Overcharge in Passenger Fare. 



Complaint filed December 27, 1898. 

In this case Mr. F. J. Parr, of Ft. Dodge, made complaint to the board sub- 
stantially as follows; 

' 'I had occasion a short time since to go from Armstrong, Iowa, to Ledyard, 
Iowa. The agent at Armstrong refused to sell me a ticket to Northwestern Cross- 
ing about two miles south of Ledyard, but sold me a ticket to Germania, several 
miles beyond the crossing of Northwestern. I paid for same under protest . The 
Northwestern charged me 29 cents to ride from B . C R.&N. railroad crossing to 
Ledyard, a distance of about two miles, but refunded to me 24 cents, so this com- 
plaint is not made against them, but applies wholly to the B., C. R. & N Railway 
company. At point of crossing (which is not a grade crossing) these two roads 
have erected platforms and a small waiting room (where they keep fire) for the 
interchange of passengers and mail. Now. what I wish is the opinion of the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners as to whether the B., C. R. & N. Railroad com- 
pany has a legal right to make the overcharge as above complained of." 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company and, on March 6, 1898 » 
Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the company, answered the complaint as 
follows: 

** Answering your letter of the 2nd inst. in relation to the claim of Mr. F.J. 
Parr of Fort Dodge, in the matter of not stopping the trains of this company at 
the North-Western crossing, between Germania and Swea City, stations on this 
line, I have the honor to state that at the point Mr. Parr claims he desired to 
alight from the train, the B., C. R. & N. crosses the North-Western overhead. 
Solely for the convenience of the traveling public, orders have been issued for our 
trains to stop at this point to let off passengers who wish to make connection with 
the North-Western railway It is not a regular station on this road . We have not 
a ticket agent there, and no facilities for taking care of passengers, except that 
there is a small building at the crossing, maintained by the two companies, in 
which passengers may remain waiting for their trains, which was placed there on 
the recommendation of the Board of Railroad Commissioners solely for that 
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purpose. There is no reason why we should otherwise stop there, as being an 
overhead crossing, there is no connecting track or interchange of freight traffic. 

"It does seem to us that for the sole purpose of accommodating Mr. Parr, who 
bought a ticket through to Germania, we have by our kindness to him, placed 
ourselves in a position in which he seems to think he has been abused . We do 
not see that there is any justice whatever in the claim of Mr. Parr, but should 
rather think, he would think, instead of condemning us, or attempting to recover 
the difference in fare between the crossing and Germania, the stop we made for 
him was without adequate compensation, as the amount of the fare he paid from 
Swea City to Germania was much less than the cost to the company of stopping 
the train to let him off as a matter of convenience.** 

A copy of the foregoing was sent to Mr. Parr who did not seem satisfied with 
the answer of the railway company, but the commissioners, after some further 
investigation, did not believe the case demanded a hearing or that the facts were 
such as to make serious cause for complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 28, 1900. 



No. 2157—1900. 
Township Trustees, Baxter, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago Great Western Railway Co 



Dangerous highway crossing. 



Complaint filed January V, 1899. 

On January 2, 1899, Mr. O. <\ Meredith, county attorney, Jasper county, called 
at the office of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, and made complaint sub- 
stantially as follows : 

The railrond crossing in question is a grade crossing in Independence township, Jasper county, 
Iowa, on section line between sections i and 12. The crossing is such that the highway is cut out 
entiiely and all of the crossing there is, is to go upon the railroad right of way, then going parallel with 
the right of way on their right of way. The view of trains is obstructed from both ways, then the high- 
way runs into a pocket where it is impossible to turn around and one is compelled to cross. A number 
of people, just how many not known, have been caught there and killed. It is a very dangerovs 
place. Baxter is the nearest station west of crossing, and that is a mile or two distant. It has been 
in that dangerous condition for a number of years; I think since the construction of the road. Differ- 
ent efforts have been made, as I understand it, to have the conditions remedied, but nothing has been 
done. 

After due notice has been given to parties, the Commissioners visited the cross- 
ing complained of, Tuesday, March 21, 1899. The Commissioners found that the 
crossing complainad of was, perhaps, more dangerous than the average, and also 
found that at the particular point where the highway now crossed the railroad, it 
would be impracticable to make the crossing any safer than it now is. The Com- 
missioners recommended, however, that the Board of Supervisors should relocate 
the highway crossing to a point some distance west of the present crossing, where a 
much safer grade crossing could be constructed, or the highway might be taken 
there under or over the railway. 

The Commissioners, Supervisors, and representatives of the railway company, 
had a conference concerning the matter on April 20th at Des Moines; at this time 
the Commissioners Suggested that the Supervisors take some definite action, 
respecting this highway crossing, before the Board of Railroad Commissioners 
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should proceed any further. The case has been held awaiting such action for a 
year and one-half, and the Commissioners regard the situation as such that they 
cannot properly take action to remedy the above, and the case is closed. 
Des Moines, Iowa, November 26, 1900. 



No. 2158—1900. 
C H. Arthurs, Oakland Mills, Iowa. 1 

^^' J- Construction of Ditch, 

St. Louis, Kkokuk & Northwestern I 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed May 13, 1899. 

On date named the complainant wrote the board that the railroad company had 
constructed a ditch only fifteen feet from his front door twelve feet deep, and that 
his land is being carried into the ditch. He stated further that he had written the 
superintendent but got no answer, and he wanted some action taken that would 
compel the company to fill the ditch The case was taken up with the railway com- 
pany at once and Mr. H H Trimble, general attorney of the railway company, 
filed the answer of said company to this complaint as follows: 

** Referring to the complaint filed in your office on May 13, 1899, by C. H. 
Arthur, of Oakland Mills, Henry county, Iowa, against the St. Louis, Keokuk & 
Northwestern Railroad company, wherein complaint is made: 

/'try/.— ** That the railroad company has constructed a ditch in front of the 
complainant's residence, which ditch encroaches on complainant's land. 

Second. — '*That the railroad company has built a portion of its right of way 
fence on complainant's land. 

* *In answer to these complaints, I am authorized and directed to say: 

First.— The ditch spoken of has been in existence practically in its present form 
for the last fifteen (15) years or more. It is a ditch which was doubtless created 
by the removal of earth in making the embankment for the railroad adjacent to 
the ditch, which railroad is the property of the St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwest- 
em. If any part of the ditch is on land belonging to the complainant, presump- 
tively the railroad company, in constructing the railroad, paid all damages 
caused by the making of this ditch . This is the legal presumption and is made 
by our statute conclusive. 

Second. — * * As to the right of way fence, I am in like manner directed to say 
that the fence has been located where it now is for more than ten years and that, 
therefore, presumptively the fence is rightfully located there, and that all portions 
of the land between the fence, including the ground on which the fence stands and 
the track of defendants constitutes a part of the right of way of defendants. I am 
also directed to say, however, that if in point of fact the record shows that the 
fence is on land owned by complainant or by complainant's predecessor, the rail- 
road company is ready to remove the same. 

**The railroad company, by way of equitable answer to the complaint, sa3rs 
that all complainant's land lies on the north side of the railroad company's 
right of way, and that no part of the complainant's land lies on the oppo.site of 
said railroad; that complainant does not own any land on the south side of said 
railroad . It also says that there was located in said railroad track , and as a part 
of the railroad track, a bridge near complainant's house, and that the complain- 
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ant had been, and probably had been for a good many years, using the opening 
tinder said bridge for crossing purposes, thus using it for an under crossing; that 
the railroad company, in improving its track, filled up this bridge, thus depriving 
complainant of the priviledge of using the opening under said bridge for private 
crossing purposes; that the complainant made complaint about filling up the 
bridge; and that thereupon the railroad company, although not legally bound to 
supply said complainant with such private crossing under said bridge or at any 
other point along its line, did, as a matter of kindness, make a grade crossing 
near complainant's house at a point selected by complainant by filling up a por- 
tion of the ditch on the side of the railroad track at that point with dirt and level- 
ing up the same so that complainant could cross it at grade at a point more con- 
venient to his house than the bridge which he had previously used; that the filling 
of this bridge was done at a very heavy expense to the railroad company, and 
that the railroad company supposed that complainant would be satisfied with the 
private crossing as above stated . 

"Complainant, however, claimed that the crossing was not sufficiently wide. 
Thereupon the railroad company increased the width of the crossing and put in a 
bulk-head to support the dirt composing the fill which constituted the approaches 
to the crossing, and widened the crossing so as to make it a very efficient crossing 
at increased expense to the railroad company , hoping that that would satisfy the 
complainant. That afterward complainant demanded that the railroad company 
should fill the balance of the ditch opposite his house, including all that portion 
of the ditch opposite his land. The company, deeming his demand unreasonable, 
declined to comply. On behalf of the railroad company, I respectfully submit to 
this Honorable Board that the railroad company has done enough for complain- 
ant, and should not be required to do more. 

A copy of the foregoing answer was sent the complainant, and nothing having 
been heard from the complainant in this case, the same is dismissed without pre- 
judice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2159—1900. 
John Eckroat, Beacon, Iowa, 1 

vs. [ 

Chichgo, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Company. 



Overcharge— Interstate . 



Complaint filed July 12, 1899. 

This was a complaint that on a box of goods shipped from Beacon , Iowa, to 
Boise City, Idaho, there had been an overcharge. While the Commissioners did 
not assume any jurisdiction over the matter, still the complaint was taken up by 
the Board with the representatives of the C R. I, & P Railway company with the 
idea that if there had been an overcharge the company would make proper settle- 
ments. The case was the subject of investigation by the C. R I. & P. Railway 
company until Dec. 13, when Mr. C J. Phillips, division freight agent, wrote the 
Board that an overcharge had been found on their western connection and the 
amonnt had already been refunded to the complainant. On Dec. 20th, Mr. Eck- 
roat corroborated the foregoing statement. 

Des Moines, Iowa, Nov. 30, 1900. 
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No 2160—1900. 

B. F. Kendig, Road Supervisor, Center- ^ 
ville, Iowa, j 

vs. r Highway crossing, 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 13, 1899. 

This was a complaint that an under-grade highway crossing built by the Iowa 
Central Railway company was not in good condition. The complaint was taken 
up with the Iowa Central Railway company and the matter was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, Dec. 1, 1900. 



No. 2161—1900. 

A. E. Cook, Malvern, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Co.. Omaha & St Louis Ry. Co. , 



Union depot. 



Complaint filed August 8, 1899. 

On August 3, 1899, Mr. A. £. Cook, secretary Commercial club, Malvern, Iowa, 
wrote the Board as follows: 

' ' Some time last May the citizens of our town and community sent a petition 
to each of the railroads, C. B. & Q. and Wabash, going through our town, asking 
that there be established at the crossing of the two roads in our city a suitable union 
passenger depot. As yet we have heard nothing from it. We think the business 
interest, and tor the benefit of our own and the traveling public, demands that we 
have this union station, and we would like to have your Board to take hold of this 
matter for us. We understand from the law that your Board has jurisdiction over 
this matter. The Q. people are putting in an interlocking switch and changing 
their wye. Please call the attention of your Board to this and we would like to have 
you take action in the matter right away.'* 

The matter was brought to the attention of Mr. W. C. Brown, general manager 
C. B. &. Q. Railroad company, at once, who made final answer to the same under 
date of September 8, 1898. 

' 'Referring once more to your communication of August 10th in relation to the 
establishment of a union passenger station at the intersection of O. K. C & E 
railway and our line at Malvern as petitioned for by many citizens of that place 
would respectfully submit the following statement: 

' ' The present location of passenger station at Malvern is reasonably central and 
convenient, almost as much so as a station located at the crossing would be. 

' ' The passenger business at Malvern is very largely local, a very small propor- 
tion of the whole being interchanged between the roads. 

* ' The crossing is located at the foot of a very heavy grade making it a very 
dangerous place to stop west-bound trains on account of the g^eat risk of rear end 
collisions, and a very expensive place to stop east-bound trains on account of the 
great difficulty of starting trains at the foot of the grade. 

* * In order to avoid the stop our company, in connection with the O. , K. C. & 
E. railroad, have arranged to install, at a large expense, an interlocking device 
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all the advantages of which would be lost if the location of the station should be 
changed as proposed. 

' ' The business at Malvern is not large enough to warrant the maintenance of 
separate passenger and freight stations, hence the passenger station must be so 
located as to be available and convenient for the transaction of freight business. 

* * The location at the crossing could not be used as a freight station except by 
the expenditure of a large amount of money, and in no way could freight facilities 
be established at that point which would be as convenient either for the public or 
the railroads as the present stations. 

' ' In view of the above we must very respectfully decline to remove our present 
station or establish an additional station at Malvern . 

Copy of the foregoing was sent Mr Cook, and later the Commissioners visited 
Malvern, and found that at the point where the railroad companies cross each 
other, the C. B. & Q. is on a 25 foot grade, hardly a desirable place to locate a 
depot, where heavy trains would be compelled to stop and start on such a grade, 

Des Moines, Iowa, Nov. 26, 1900 



No 2162—1900 
Daniel Sackrider, Maquoketa, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed Sept 7, 1899 

The complainant in this case described the land owned by him, stating that it 
was crossed by the C. M. & St. Paul Railway company; that he desired an under- 
grade farm crossing and stating among other things: 

* 'As it is a very dangerous crossing, I would want an under-ground crossing 
for my stock especially, as I am so near the station and there is a switch so near 
the said crossing. The main portion of my farm is on the south side of the rail- 
road and the water, barns and sheds are all on the north side, so it makes it almost 
impossible to get my cattle across the track as the trains are so many on the track , 
being the main line *' 

The case was taken up with the railway company and Mr W. G. Collins, gen- 
eral manager of the C M. & St Paul Railway company, made answer thereto as 
follows; 

**Reolying to your communication of the 9th inst. , enclosing copy of a letter 
from Mr Daniel Sackrider, of Maquoketa, relative to an under-crossing on his 
farm one-half mile west of Delmar Junction: 

"I have had the situation thoroughly examined and find that Mr Sackrider has 
now two grade-crossings, one at a point about 600 feet east of the west switch and 
one at a point about 400 feet west of the west switch at Delmar Junction. He 
makes the most use of the one west of the west switch. This is a good grade cross- 
ing. The view to the east is clear for about a quarter of a mile and to the west 
for half a mile. 

'*I see no reason for going to the expense of providing an under-crossing for 
Mr. Sackrider." 
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Mr Sackrider was furnished a copy of Mr. Collins' letter and in reply thereto 
he sent the Board a plat or map of his farm accompanying the same by a state- 
ment as per the following: 

*'I have noted what Mr Collins states relative to my crossings and will say that 
Mr Collins has evidently been misinformed as to the location of the switches and 
crossings He states that one crossing is at a point 600 feet east of the west 
switch and one at a point about 400 feet west of the west switch at Delmar Junc- 
tion. The facts are: 

"The east crossing referred to by Mr. Collins is no good to me and I have 
never used it to cross with a team and wagon, as it never had any planks between 
the rails and there is a deep ditch on each side of the track. Even if the east 
crossing was fixed for use it could not be used as the main switch to the west of 
the station runs across and as there are trains standing on it nearly all the time 
stock could not be driven across by the way of the east crossing, so it is entirely 
useless to me and has been useless always In regard to the west crossing, I will 
state that myself and three witnesses measured the distance from the first switch 
west to my west crossing and the distance was 264 feet from the switch to my 
main crossing, or eight rails length The second switch is just six rails or 198 feet 
from my main crossing, besides the main track. A number of times the station 
agent has had to be notified to have the trains pull up further so the teams and 
loaded wagons could get across the tracks There are no cattle guards either side 
of my west crossing and on the east side cattle can run up to the station and on 
the west side over one and one-half miles before they can be stopped. 

' 'Between the east and the west crossing there is plenty of room in the ravine 
and it is deep enough for a good under-ground crossing.** 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. Collins, and on October 24th Mr. Cullins 
wrote the Board that instructions had been issued to protect the west crossing on 
Mr. Sackrider's farm with wing fences and a cattle guard. 

Mr Sackrider did not seem satisfied with this adjustment of the matter; com- 
plained that he needed a larger opening through the railway embankment upon his 
farm to provide proper drainage ; that two acres of his land had been overflowed 
and rendered useless for farming purposes. In answer to this complaint Mr H. 
R Williams, who had succeeded Mr W. G. Collins as general manager of the 
railway company, said there was no foundation for this complaint, for the culvert 
was large enough to carry off the water Mr Williams stated further: 

* 'The party who has lived on Mr. Sackrider's farm for the past six years was 
able to recall but one instance when the culvert failed to draw the water off rap- 
idly enough, and that was when it became clogged up with floating matter. This 
was remedied as soon as the culvert was opened. Hence, I think there is no cause 
for complaint on his part " 

The Commissioners wrote the complainant on March 7th, 1900, that if he had 
been damaged by reason of any overflow caused by the insufficiency of the water- 
way provided by the railway company he should bring suit to recover same in the 
courts. 

The case is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 137 



No. 2163—1900 
A. M. Erickson, Mbrathon, Iowa. 

vs 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Under grade farm crossing 



Complaint filed September 7, 1899. 

Thee omplainant in this case stated to the Board that he had an agreement with 
the C , M & St P. Ry. company who were building a line of railroad from Fonda 
to Spencer, Iowa, which line crossed his farm, that he would be given an under 
grade farm crossing, but now that the railway declined to do so. The Com- 
missioners asked the complainant concerning the alleged agreement and received 
information that the agreement was one wholly outside the deed, and that it was 
a promise by the right of way agent to do all he could personally to get this under 
g^ade crossing for Mr Erickson. 

The case was taken up with the railway company and an answer was received 
thereto from Mr. W G. Collins, General Manager, as per the following: 

"Your favor of the 9th inst. enclosing copy of letter from A. M. Erickson, 
Marathon, Iowa, relative to an under crossing on his farm, was duly received and 
the matter has been investigated. 

If you will refer to Mr. Erickson *s letter you will note that he does not give the 
section, town and range in whic.h his farm is situated. We have, however, but 
one deed from him on the Fonda & Spencer line, and that is for right of way over 
the north half of the southeast quarter, and from the south side to the north side 
of the northeast quarter of section 26, township 92, range 35, Buena Vista county, 
Iowa. Erickson distinctly stipulates in this deed that the company nor its agents 
have not made any grant, promise or condition, verbal or written, for or relat- 
ing to any crossing, passage-way or other privilage over, across, or under said 
railway, and that the right thereto shall be only that conferred by statute, and in 
the voucher for the amount which he receipted, the same stipulation is repeated. 
I think this is a sufficient answer to Mr. Erickson's complaint. '* 

Later correspondence developed the fact that the ground where the uader 
grade crossing was desired is only four feet six inches high, which was stated by 
the company to be insufficient for an under grade crossing. 

On January 13, 1900, complaint was withdrawn by Mr. Erickson. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900 



No. 2164—1900. 
J. A MoYERS, Luther, lowA. 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul Rail- 
w^AY Company. 



Refusal to furnish cars. 



Complaint filed September 14, 1899. 

This was a complaint of alleged discrimination in furnishing cars for shipping 
grain from Luther, Iowa. The same was taken up with the railway company at 
once and on September 27th Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager of the railway 
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company, wrote the Board stating, in substance, that he could find no ground for 
the complaint; that there had been no discrimination in furnishing cars; that the 
complainant had been furnished cars to load whenever he had grain on hand to fill 
them and has been treated in exactly the same manner as other shippers; that there 
was at that time a shortage of cars at all points. 

On October 4, 1899, Mr. Moyers wrote the Commission reiterating his complaint 
of discrimination , and he was asked by the Board to make affidavit that what he 
had said in his original complaint was true, which request was complied with and 
at the same time the complainant asked the Board to compel the railway company 
to furnish a statement showing the number of cars furnished the different grain 
shippers at Luther since August 12, 1899. The affidavit and request of Mr. Moyers 
were sent the railway company and on November 9, 1899, Mr. W. G. Collins, 
General manager of the C, M. & St. Paul Railway company, wrote the Board 
as follows: 

"I enclose herewith statement of this company's agent at Luther, the same 
being duly sworn to, showing the number of cars furnished that station from 
August 12th to October 28, 1899, and also the amount of grain on hand ready to 
ship as reported by shippers. You will note that Mr. Moyers was g^ven a fair 
division of the empty cars available, from August 15th to September 20th, and at 
no time from the fifteenth of August to the twenty-eighth of October had he any 
visible grain on hand to load , while the other shippers at that station had from 700 
to 1,500 bushels of grain on hand at all times ready to load." 

It is not thought necessary to furnish the detailed statement of cars furnished by 
the railway company, but from the same it did not apper that any unjust discrim- 
ination had been practiced against Mr. Moyers in the distribution of cars. 

The letter of the company, together with the statement referred herein, were 
both furnished the complainant and he was asked to make such answer thereto, if 
any, as he might desire to file in the case. No reply was received from him and he 
was asked at a later date to return the papers which had been sent him, which he 
did on January 11, 1900, without comment. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2165—1900. 
City and Citizens of Oskaloosa, 



1 

I 



vs. 



\- Petition for viaduct on Third avenue 



I 
J 



Iowa Central Railway Company. 

Petition filed Sept 15, 1899 

On Sept. 15, 1899, Mr James A Rice, attorney for the petitioners, filed with 
the Board petition of citizens of Oskaloosa, and a copy of resolution of city council of 
Oskaloosa concerning the construction of a viaduct on Third avenue in the city of 
Oskaloosa over the tracks of the Iowa Central Railway Company. The papers filed 
were as follows: 

To the Board of Railroad Commissioners of lowa^ and to the Honorable Mayor ^ of ike City of 
Oskaloosa^ Iowa, and City Council of said city : 

The undersigned citizens residing on, and in the vicinity of Third avenue ot the city of Oskaloosa, 
Iowa, respectfully petition your honorable body to order the Iowa Central Railway company to erect and 
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pat in a viadnct under its tracks upon said avenue for the convenience and safety of those usinsf said 
avenue. (Slgrned) 

W. H. BOWEN, 
And sixty-eight others. 
Be it Rtsolved^ By the city council of Oskaloosa, Iowa, that the petition of W. H. Bowen, John 
A. Kalbach et ai, relative to a viaduct on Third avenue, be referred to the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of Iowa, and we recommend that said Commissioners act upon the same and report at the 
earliest day possible and without delay. 

STATE OF IOWA, ) 
Mahaska County, ) 

I, D. C. Waggenner, city clerk of the city of Oskaloosa. in above county and state, hereby cer- 
tify that the attached petition was presented to the city council at a meeting held on the ixth day of 
September, 1899, and that the attached and above resolution was adopted by the city council by a 
unanimous vote, every member being present. 

Done under my hand and seal this x3th day of September, 1899. 

D. C. Waggennbr, 
City Clerk. 

On receipt of the foregoing the matter was taken up with the Iowa Central 
Railway company, and on September 27, 1899, Hon. George W. Seevers, Gen- 
eral Solicitor, wrote the Board stating that the request was unreasonable and that 
he would bring the matter up before the city council of Oskaloosa and see whether 
some adjustment might not be made. Subsequent to the foregoing statement of 
Mr. Seevers, the Commissioners were advised by him that he thought the matter 
was settled and that no further action on the part of the Board would be necessary. 
The Commissioners thereupon addressed a letter to Hon. W. H. Wray, Mayor, 
asking the present situation and he replied on October 8th that he would be in 
Des Moines Wednesday and Thursday of that week and would call on the Board. 
He did not do so, but again wrote the Board on October 13th saying that his time 
was all taken up at the meeting which he had attended. The Commissioners 
asked Mr. Wray again on October 23d what the present attitude of the city coun- 
cil was in the viaduct matter. On October 28th Mr. Wray wrote the Board say- 
ing: ' ' Our city council and all of our citizens have lost sight of everything now 
and are making preparations to receive our boys. However, the council has 
taken no action recently or brought up the matter. When they do will notify you 
of the fact." 

On November 15, 1899, Mr. B. W. Preston, City Solicitor, of Oskaloosa, 
wrote the Board stating that he had been requested by the city council to write 
the Railroad Commissioners to see what action, if any, had been taken by the 
Commissioners in the case. In reply thereto the Board wrote Mr. Preston stating 
just what had been done by the Board, repeating the substance of the corres- 
pondence passing between the mayor of the city and the Commissioners. Some 
further correspondence passed between Mr. Preston and the Board and on Decem- 
ber 27, 1899, the Commissioners addressed the city solicitor as follows: 

"The Board, after carefully considering the matter, feels that the city council 
should, by an ordinance, declare the necessity for the viaduct before the Com- 
missioners pass upon the matter. You will observe by section 770 that after the 
city council have declared the necessity for such viaduct, then the Board of Rail- 
road Commissioners shall also find the viaduct to be necessary and approve plans 
presented by the city for the same before the building of such viaduct could be 
enforced . * ' 

No further action has ever been taken by the city of Oskaloosa in this matter. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2166—1900. 
E. A. Kerschnkr, Kirkwood, Iowa, 

vs 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Company. 



Establishment of station 



Filed September 28. 1899. 

Mr. E. A Kerschnerof Kirkwood, Iowa, in his letter to the Board, stated that 
petitfon of the citizens of that vicinity to the number of about fifty was sent to the 
officials of the C , R. I. & P. Railway Company, asking that station be established 
between Udell and Centerville, but that the officials of the company had stated 
that the conditions were such that they did not feel justified in establishing such a 
station Mr. Kerschner stated that they needed arrangements for loading stock and 
g^ain, also passenger accommodations. 

After carefully considering this matter the Board wrote the following letter to 
Mr. E. A. Kerschner. 

** Replying to your communication with reference to the establishment of a 
station at Kirkwood: As the Board is advised the distance between Centerville 
and Udell is about eight miles by rail , and that Kirkwood is located nearly mid- 
way between these two stations. The Board is of the opinion that unless a showing 
could be made by the citizens of Kirkwood and locality establishing the fact that a 
sufficient and additional amount of freight and passenger traffic could be obtained at 
that point to pay all necessar>' expenses for the maintaining of a station at Kirkwood, 
the Commissioners at this time ought not to interfere From the decisions of the 
supreme court of this state the Board is of the opinion that the courts will not 
enforce orders made by the Commission for the establishment of additional 
stations where the distance between stations already established is not consider- 
ably greater than it is in this case. The Board is not advised of the existence of 
any increased freight traffic that is produced and would be offered for shipment at 
Kirkwood, if a station was established there, than at any other place similiarly 
situated. If there are any such conditions the commissioners would be pleased to 
have a statement thereof In fact they would be pleased to have submitted to 
them any facts or circumstances that would in any way give them any additional 
information that is not already known to the board. 

•*The board is ready and willing at all times to hold a hearing where any 
additional facts or circumstances may be offered or shown , and it is not adverse 
in this case to holding such a hearing if you know of any facts or circumstances that 
cannot be communicated by letter, that would aid the board in reaching a conclu- 
sion. But, as stated heretofore in this communication, the shippers in and around 
Kirkwood can reach a station either at Centerville or Udell at probably no greater 
distance than four to six miles ** 

* * The board has never expressed any opinion heretofore with reference to what 
it might do in this matter if the question was presented to them, and the reference 
in your letter must be concerning the board as constituted some years ago , as no 
member of the present board has any recollection of ever having had this question 
before him." 

As nothing further had been heard from the complainant, the case will be 
regarded closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 22, 1900. 
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No. 2167—1900. 

O. D. Ranks, Irvington, Iowa. | 

I 
vs. (■ Failure to furnish cars for hay ship- 

fnent 
C. & N.-W. Ry. Co. I 

Complaint filed October 3, 1899. 

Mr. Ranks complained that he was unable to get cars for hay shipments and 
that in con^^equence his business was suffering The Commissioners advised Mr. 
Ranks that complaints concerning scarcity of cars were constantly being received 
by the Board, and the Commissioners had endeavored to have some action taken 
by the companies to remedy the situation; that the railroad companies insisted 
however that they were doing the best they could under the circumstances, and 
that their apparent shortage of equipment was owing to the unusual demand for 
cars to move the grain. Mr. Ranks was further advised that the case would be 
taken up with the railroad company and this was done. On November 10, 1899, Mr. 
J. M. Whitman, General Manager of the railroad company, stated that they were 
now taking care of Mr. Ranks shipments, and made the following explanation of 
their apparent shortage of cars 

' ' Our movement of freight traffic this fall has been the heaviest in the history 
of the company, and notwithstanding the fact that an exceedingly liberal 
addition has been made to our freight equipment, we have been called upon fo 
supply more cars than it was possible for us to furnish. I believe, however, that 
we have been decidedly successful in keeping urgent traffic moving, and as we are 
now commencing to receive some 4,000 additional freight cars contracted for 
several months ago and which should have been delivered before this, I believe we 
will be able to take care of all requirements hereafter with the exercise of a little 
patience on the part of the shippers.*' 

The needs of Mr. Ranks seem to have been taken care of and the case is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900 



No. 2168—1900. 

John A. Johnson bt al, Township Trus- 1 

tees, Wall Lake, Iowa, I Refusal to bridge stream intersecting 

^„ V right of way at public crossing and 

diversion of natural stream, 
C. & N. W. Railway Company. 

Complaint filed Oct. 5, 1899. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

Wall Lake, Iowa, Sept. a8, 1899. 
Hon, Railway Commissioners ^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Gbntlvmbn:— The C. & N.-W. Railway crosses the public highway between section 3$ and 36- 

86-36, W. . Stb P. M., and in crossing they changed a stream of water in such way that the stream 

crosses the public road, inside of the railroad right of way fence, the railway people refuse to bridge 

the stream, and keep up the approaches to the bridge. Hoping that you can do something in the 

matter we are 

Respectfully, 

John A. Johnson, 

John Spurrell, 

MiCHABL RbISING, 

Township Trustees. 
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The matter was taken up with the railway company and on Nov. 25, 1899, Mr. 
J. M. Whitman, general manager, advised the Board that the matter was under 
investigation, Subsequent to this letter Mr. W A. Gardner succeeded Mr. Whit- 
man as general manager of the C. V N -W Railway company and he was asked 
to advised the Board of the results of the investigation made by the comp&ny con- 
cerning this case On Feb. 2, in reply thereto Mr. Gardner said: 

* * An investigation of this matter made by my predecessor disclosed the fact that 
the bridge in question is not made necessary by reason of the location of the railroad, 
but would be equally essential whether the railroad existed or not This being the 
case, I do not feel that it is equitable to call upon us to undertake its maintenance. 
If our understanding of the matter is incorrect, we are open to conviction." 

A copy of Mr. Gardner's letter was furnished the complainants who replied in 
substance that by reason of the diversion of the stream a much larger bridge was 
necessary than if the stream had been left in its natural channel. The commis- 
sioners thereupon suggested to both the railway company and the complainants 
that they should have a conference respecting this case, and further stated to Mr. 
W. A. Gardner that the board believed that if the railway company, by its diversion 
of the stream in question, had made a larger bridge necessary than would have 
been the case should the stream not have been diverted, the railway company shoold 
provide for the building of the additional portion of the bridge so made necessary; 
in other words, that the county ought not to be compelled to build more bridge 
than would have been necessary under ordinary conditions. The parties acted 
upon the suggestion made by the board, and on June 29th Mr. Johnson wrote the 
board that the case had been settled in a manner satisfactory to the township 
trustees. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2169—1900. 
John S. Howard, Sac City, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



' Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed October 9, 1899. 

Complaint in this case was filed substantially as follows: 

**The undersigned, John S. Howard, shows to your honorable board that the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company has recently located its line of 
railway over his farm and homestead, to-wit: the north one-half of the southeast 
one-quarter of section 20. township 88 north, range 35 west of the Fifth p. m. , in 
Sac county, Iowa. That the undersigned has elected to have a crossing for farm 
purposes constructed over said line of railway so that he may conveniently work and 
farm the land lying upon the south side of said line of said railroad in connection 
with that lying upon the north side thereof. That such portion of his farm as lies 
on the north side, from twenty- five to thirty acres, contains his home and build- 
ings; and the thirty-five to forty acres lying on the south side would be practically 
worthless to him for farming purposes without a crossing. That he has elected 
the location for such crossing at a point convenient to him and notified said com- 
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pany of its position . That said company refuses to construct said crossing at said 
point. 

' ' Wherefore your applicant appeals to your honorable board to require said 
company to construct such crossing at the point so selected." 

Upon being advised of the complaint Mr. W. A. Collins, general manager of 
the railway company, on November 2, 1899, made answer as follows: 

** Investigation discloses that Mr. Howard is furnished with a grade crossing 
near his house, and with an under crossing at the bridge over the deep fill across 
Cedar creek which is near the west line of his property, and that he has the use of 
the bridge on both sides for a cattle pass under the tracks, and he also has a reg- 
ular highway crossing on his east line. 

**I am advised that the farm crossing was constructed at the point requested 
by Mr. Howard. 

' ' It would appear that he has all the reasonably necessary facilities for reaching 
his land on both sides of the track." 

Mr. Howard was furnished a copy of the foregoing and made reply substanti- 
ally as follows: 

* * In reply to your letter of the 15th instant will say that I find it necessary to 
make and enclose you a rough map of my farm , with the line of railroad of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, with crossings, and the one 
further desired. At fig^ires two and three there is a deep fill which can be used for 
the passage of cattle and stock, but it would be impossible to draw loads through 
this place; it is no more than where the bridge overlaps the river banks and the 
bluffs on each side are so steep that they cannot be made practical to construct a 
road over. On the east end of the farm there is a crossing made of which I have 
no complaint. But you will see that on the west end of the farm there are several 
acres that are entirely cut off from the farm , that cannot be farmed unless there is 
a crossing made so that it can be reached with teams and machinery as well as 
wagons The railroad company refuse to make such a crossing for such purpose. 
I have requested one such crossing at the letter "A," as indicated on the map. 
The company refuse to make this, claiming that as the farm is I can use this piece 
of land for pasture, while I contend that 1 have the right to use it for any purpose 
that I see fit. 

* * There is no other crossing furnished. I say this as I see Mr. Collins frames 
his letter to make the inference that there is an under ground crossing at the deep 
fill at the bridge over Cedar creek. This not the fact as can be substantiated by 
evidence, if yoii will call for it." 

Mr. Howard with his letter enclosed a plat which, together with a copy of his 
letter was sent Mr. Collins. In further answer to the complainant Mr. Collins, for 
the railway company, filed plats showing substantially the same state of affairs 
that Mr. Howard's map had disclosed. The following statement by Mr. A. H. 
Langdon, division engineer of the railway company, will explain the conditions 
shown by the plat referre(J to: 

* 'Regarding the complaint of John S . Howard to the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners relative to farm crossing on his land, to- wit: The north one-half (N. }4) 
of the southeast one-fourth, (S. E.X)» Section twenty, (20), township eighty- 
eight, (88, north, range thirty-five, (3.S) , west, would say that I have attached 
herewith a profile and map of the above described land. 

Mr. Howard's house and bams lie on the north side of the track at station 650 
of our line. You will note that there is a north and south road on his east line. 
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I have had constructed^ at his request, a farm crossing near his house at station 
849-50. I have also had an undercrossing constructed for the use of teams at station 
865-50. His west line fence is at station 867-90, and he will have the use of the 
bridge on both sides of the Cedar Creek for his cattle to pass under the track.'' 

The board called the complaintant's attention to Section 2022 of the Code of 
1897, concerning farm crossingsand closed thecase by writing Mr. Howard as follows: 
The board has had your case before them and has given it careful attention. 
The commissioners do not deem it necessary that you should appear before 
them, as the plans and statements furnished by yourself and the railway company 
do not materially disagree. As you have already been advised, the Iowa law, 
section 2022 of the Code, provides for but one crossing on a farm. 

'*It is presumed that your grade crossing was located in a place satisfactory to 
you, the railway company thus complying with the statute. . The under-passage 
for your stock is given you in addition. If you should desire the location of your 
grade crossing changed from where it is now to some point on the other side of the 
creek, if at a reasonable place, the railway company could doubtless be required 
to change it. 

' 'If you elect to have a grade crossing at the point where it is now located, it 
is the opinion of the board that, under the laws of the state, you have already 
been provided with all the crossings to which you are legally entitled.'* 

Des Moines, Iowa, Dec. 1, 1900. 



No. 2170—1900. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 
Company 



vs. 



Chicago, Milwaukbb & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Application filed October 11, 1899. 



Application for permission to con- 
demn land for additional depot 
grounds. 



In this case the following petition was filed by the applicant: 
, ' 'Your petitioner, the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company, is a railroad 
corporation of the state of Iowa. It owns and operates a line of railroad extend- 
ing from MinneapoUs,Minnesota,soutfaerly through the state ot Minnesota to Albert 
Lea in the said state; thence southerly into the state of Iowa through Forest City, 
Fort Dodge and Ogden to Ang^s in Boone county, Iowa, from which point it has 
trackage rights into the city of Des Moines; a line of railroad extending westerly 
from the city of Minneapolis to Watertown, South Dakota; a line of railroad extend- 
ing from Winthrop, Minnesota, and on the last mentioned line southerly to New 
Ulm in Brown county, Minnesota; and a line of railroad partially completed l>etween 
New Ulm, Minnesota, and Storm Lake, Iowa, which passes through the towns of 
Saint James and Sherbum in Minnesota, and Estherville, Spencer, Sioux Rapids 
and Storm Lake in the state of Iowa. Its line of road at Storm Lake, Iowa, is 
connected with the line of the Illinois Central Railroad Company at said town, and 
its track is now laid and built from said point of connection with the Illinois 
Central railroad at Storm Lake northwardly and well on towards Sioux Rapids, 
Iowa; and is now operated in the construction of said railroad from Storm Lake 
north. 
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**On March 31, 1899, your petitioner selected and located station grounds at 
Storm Lake, and entered into a contract with Edgar E. Mack, Lot Thomas and 
S. C. Bradford as members of the Citizens Railroad Committee of Storm Lake, 
by which said Mack, Thomas and Bradford agreed to convey the land thus selectd 
to this petitioner for the sum of $22,000. Such proposition was accepted on the 
same day. The lands thus selected by your petitioner for station grounds are 
described as follows: 

' * Cmmencing at the southeast corner of block 29 at a point where the east line 
of said block intersects with the north line of the right of way of the Illinois Cen- 
tral railroad in Storm Lake; thence north along and identical with the east line of 
blocks 29, 19, 18, 1 and 62 to the north boundary line of said incorporated town 
of Storm Lake; thence still north in a straight line to a point 500 feet north of the 
boundary line of said incorporated town of Storm Lake; thence westerly at right 
angles 300 feet; thence south to the north boundary line of said incorporated town 
500 feet; thence still south along and upon the westerly boundary line of blocks 
62, 1, 18, 19 and 29 to a point of intersection with the northerly line of the right of 
way of the Illinois Central railway; thence southeasterly along the south line of 
said block 29, the same being also the north boundary line of the 
said Illinois Central Railway company's right of way to the place of begin- 
ning; said tract of land including all the blocks 29, 19, 18, 1 and 62 in said 
incorporated town of Storm Lake and the strip of land directly north of said row 
of blocks extending northerly from the north line of said corporation 500 feet. 
Subsequently your petitioner extended said station grounds still farther north 100 
feet. 

* 'After making said contract your petitioner immediately proceeded to acquire 
title to said property, and has acquired title to the whole thereof, except the strip 
of land hereinafter described and which it seeks to condemn. 

* 'On or about May 29, 1899, the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway com- 
pany knowing of the purpose of this petitioner to acquire said lands for station 
grounds, purchased from the owner thereof a portion of the land so selected by this 
petitioner for its station grounds. The strip of land so purchased by the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad company is described as follows: 

' 'Commencing at a point upon aline produced by the extension of the east line 
of said block 62 due north, sixty-six feet north of the northeast corner of said 
block 62; thence westerly and parallel with said north line of block 62 and distant 
sixty -six feet therefrom, 300 feet to a point of intersection with a line produced by 
the extension of the westerly line of said block 62 due north; thence northerly 100 
feet; thence easterly parallel with and 166 feet distant from the north line of said 
block 62, 300 feet; thence south to the point of beginning, said strip of land being 
100 feet wide north and south and 300 feet long east and west and extending across 
the station grounds of this petitioner as originally selected. 

' 'The tract of land referred to is shown upon the plat hereto attached, being col- 
ored red thereon. 

"Your petitioner has constructed upon its station grounds four tracks, all of 
which extend over and across the piece of ground last described, and which it 
desires to condemn, and it is necessary that this petitioner should acquire and have 
the said ground and the whole thereof for its necessary station grounds at Storm 
Lake, the same being required for the transaction of its business, present and 
prospective . 



10 



146 TWENTY-TfllED ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



( I 



Your petitioner has applied to the sheriff of Buena Vista county , Iowa, to select 
commissioners to assess the damages which the said Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway company will sustain by the appropriation of a strip of land described 
as follows, viz: A strip of land 100 feet wide, being fifty feet in width on each 
side of the center line of the main track of the Minneapolis & and St. Louis 
Railroad as the same is now established, laid out and constructed across the strip 
of land hereinbefore described. 

' ' Wherefore, your petitioner prays that your honorable body will give notice to 
the said Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company and examine into the 
matter and report by certificate to the clerk of the district court of Buena Vista 
county, Iowa, that the a'bove described strip of land, to-wit: Commencing at a 
point upon a line produced by the extension of the east line of said block 62 due 
north, sixty-six feet north of the northeast corner of said block 62; hence west- 
erly and parallel with said north line of block 62 and distant sixty-six feet there- 
from , 300 feet to a point of intersection with a line produced by the extension of 
the westerly line of said block 62 due north; thence northerly 100 feet; thence 
easterly parallel with and 166 feet distant from the north line of said block 62, 
300 feet; thence south to the point of beginning, said strip of land being 100 
feet wide north and south, and 300 feet long east and west, and extending across 
the station grounds of this petitioner as originally selected, is necessary to this 
plaintiff for its depot grounds for the transaction of its business, present and pros- 
pective, to the end that this plaintiff may condemn the same for that purpose. 

Albert E. Clark and R. M. Wright. 
Attorneys for the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co., the petitioner. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent to the respondent company, who filed its 
answer as follows: 

' 'Now comes the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, and, ans- 
wering the above proceedings, says: 

That the laod described in the petition of the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company, and 
which it seeks to condemn and appropriate to its exclusive use, is now owned and held by the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St Paul Railway Company, as and for a rigrht of way for its railroad track and railroad 
which has been constructed at that point and which is being completed from Rockwell City to Sac City 
and to Storm Lake, Iowa, and which this company expects to get completed and in operation as a 
railroad between the three said cities during the present fall; that the road bed for the same has been 
graded for the entire distance and the track is now being laid thereon. 

That prior to the a9th day of May, 1899, this company purchased f lom the owner the land, or strip 
of ground described in the petition, or application, of the said Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 
Company, now before this board. And, that immediately after the said 29th day of May. 1899, this 
company graded the road bed and laid the ties and iron and completed its railroad track over and upon 
the said strip of ground and now holds the said ground for a public use, to-wit: For the maintaining 
and operating of its railroad thereon. That, by reason of the foregoing, the said land is not subject to 
condemnation by the said Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company for its exclusive use and cannot 
be taken from this defendant as it is now sought to be dohe. 

And, further answering, the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company says that the said . 
land is not necessary for the use of said Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company and that the said 
company has sufficient ground and room for its depot grounds outside of the ground which it seelcs to 
take from this defendant and from this corporation, and the taking of which ground from this com- 
pany will destroy its railroad line. 

Wherefore, the Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company asks that this application of 
the said Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company be dismissed. 

The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Ry. Co., 

By J. C. Cook, 

Solicitor for Iowa 

The commissioners fixed Wednesday, Nov. 22, 1899, at Storm Lake, for a hear- 
ing of this case, but on November 20th letter was received from Mr. A. E. Clark, 
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General Attorney for the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company, in which he 
stated: "An action is now pending in the district court of Hamilton county involv- 
ing the right of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Company to maintain, a rail- 
road across this strip of land and I would suggest that if it is satisfactory to the 
commission, and there is no objection on behalf of the other company, the hear- 
ing in our petition be adjourned, say, for thirty days, to await the determination 
of the proceeding pending in Hamilton county.*' 

On same day telegram was received from Mr. W. G. C-oUins, general manager 
of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, in which he said: "I 
am advised that small pox is prevalent at Storm Lake, and, if meeting is held there 
Wednesday, party will be liable to quarantine. Suggest the hearing be postponed." 

The commissioners, in view of these requests, postponed the hearing until the 
case should again be called up by the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company. 
As nothing further has been received from the petitioner in this case, the same is 
closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1 , 1900. 



- Farm crossing. 



No. 2171—1900. 
Hbmry Wacker, Logan, Iowa, 

vs. 

Ft. Dodge & Omaha Railway Company. 
(Illinois Central.) 

Complaint filed October 14, 1899. 

Mr. Wacker, in his case, complained that the Ft. Dodge & Omaha Railway 
company, in constructing its line across his farm, promised to locate his private 
cro^ng at the point designated by him , but afterward the company declined to so 
place the crossing, but did construct it at a point ^here he did not desire it. The 
complaint was forwarded to the railway company and in answer thereto it was 
claimed that at the point where Mr. Wacker desired the crossing there was located 
a double track, the second track being a switch or passing track, and for that 
reason the location was not ' 'a convenient and reasonable*' one. 

The case was the subject of considerable correspondence between the board, 
the railway company and the complainant's attorney, Mr. L. W. Fallon, of Logan, 
Iowa, and finally June 28th was fixed by the board as the time for viewing the 
premises in question and hearing the contending parties. At the close of this 
inspection and hearing the board suggested that Mr. Wacker be given an under- 
croGsing, a portion of the trestle already located upon the farm being available for 
the purpose. This suggestion was acquiesced in by the representatives of the rail- 
way company present and the case was dismissed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2172—1900. 

W S. Brown, Manson, Iowa, '] 

! Failure to furnish cars for coal ship- 
^^' j meni. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. J 
Complaint filed November 2, 1899. 

Mr. W. S. Brown, of Manson, Iowa, wrote the board on November 1st stating 
that the coal supply for the school at that place was almost exhausted and that he 
had been unable to obtain cars for shipment of coal from Lehigh to Manson; he 
said further **The Webster County Coal & Land Company, of Lehigh, today 
(November 1st) notified me that they could ship me no more coal as that road at 
Lehigh would not let their cars come out on the Illinois Central, and the Illinois 
Central would not send them any empty cars to load for here, so they could not 
ship to me, but they would gladly load me coal if I would get the cars for them. 
There is a coal famine here now and of course it will get worse. If I don't get 
coal in a few days the sohools will have to close.*' 

The railroad company was asked to relieve the situation if possible, and the 
commissioners made the suggestion that it would probably subject their cars to 
more delay to have the coal transferred from the cars of the initial carrier to their 
own, than would be occasioned if they would permit their cars to be loaded at the 
mines. 

At the same time the commissioners wrote Mr. Brown that cars were very scarce 
throughout the west at this time owing to the blockades in Chicago, occasioned by 
the inability of the eastern roads to promptly handle the business coming from the 
west. 

Some further correspondence was had between the railroad company, the com- 
plainant and commissioners, which finally resulted in Mr. Brown obtaining tho 
relief sought. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



No. 2173—1900. 

Zbra Knapp, Aurora, Iowa, 

vs. \ Condition of depot platform. 

Chicago, Great Western Raiway Co. 

Complaint filed November 16, 1899. 

This case was brought before the Board by petition as follows: 

"We, the undersigned business men of Aurora, Iowa, respectfully ask that 
you intercede in our behalf, asking the Chicago Great Western Railway Company, 
to place a plank platform at their depot in Aurora, Iowa, f or the purpobe of unload- 
ing freight thereon. As it is now they only have coal cinders, and our boxes come 
broken, barrels of sugar with heads broken in and sack sugar often dirty and unfit 
for use." 

In answer to the foregoing Mr. S. C. Stickney, General Manager of the Railway 
Company, wrote the Board substantially as follows: 

* *We regard wooden platforms as dangerous. Planks get decayed, and heavy 
baggage and freight break them , and then some passenger or employe gets hurt. 
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We are discarding them, as cities are discarding wooden sidewalks. During the 
process of change from planks to cinders, cement or brick, we have been unfortu- 
nate enough to have had some pretty poor platforms, but they are rapidly being got 
into shape, and we think the people of Aurora will have nothing to complain about 
in a few days." 

The Commissioners having been informed that no work had been done upon the 
platform again wrote the railway company concerning the matter, and on March 
12, 1900, Mr. Stickney wrote the Board as follows; 

* * Since the receipt of your letter of Novembeu 16th there has been no opportu- 
nity to work on the platform at Aurora on account of the weather. Since the 
receipt of your letter of January 16th we have provided Aurora with two high 
baggage truck wagons on which all baggage, express and freight is supposed to be 
handled. 

* *If you will furnish the necessary particulars with regard to damage recently I 
will have proper remedy applied. Our aim in abolishing wooden platforms is 
wholly in the interest of safety. 

* *I would recommend to your attention the platform at Battle Creek, Mich. , on 
the Michigan Central road, where not a stick of timber is used; also to the new 
platforms in the Des Moines Union depot, and at our depot at Dubuque. 

"In view of what can be done with cinders, gravel, cement and brick, I hope it 
will not be necessary for us to return to the antiquated wooden bridge, plank plat- 
orms and board sidewalks in order to gain the good will of our patrons." 

The Commissioners wrote the complainant with reference to this matter, and 
advised them that unless they were heard from to the contrary, the case would be 
regarded as closed. Nothing having been heard from them the same is regarded 
as satisfactorily adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



Under grade farm crossing. 



No. 2174—1900. 
John Garnatz, Auburn, Iowa, 

vs. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. 
Complaint filed November 22, 1899. 

Under date of November 21st, Mr. John Garnatz wrote the board from Auburn 
substantially as follows: 

**On or about April 1, 1899, I sold to the Ft. Dodge & Omaha Railway com- 
pany right-of-way across northwest quarter section 9, township 86, range 35, Sac 
county, Iowa, for a consideration of seven hundred dollars ($700.00) and one over 
crossing and one under crossing for cattle. The former they have provided for, 
although not completed, and the latter they have made no move to furnish me 
which is a great inconvenience, besides heavy damage to my farm, as it nearly 
ruins my pasture. Please find enclosed a rough draft of premises, and would ask that 
you have contract carried out as made between me and the railway company. 
Repeated requests trom me have not been heeded in the least, and it would appear 
that my only redress is to appeal to you , and trust you can give the matter your 
early attention, as, to a great extent, the value of my farm depends on this cause- 
way, and also , it was a part of the consideration for the right of way , for which I 
can furnish ample proof." 
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Replying to the foregoing the Board advised Mr. Gamatz that the Commission- 
ers had no power tinder the law to enforce the terms of private contracts, the courts 
having jurisdiction thereof, but the matter would be taken up with the railroad 
company, and the Board would see what could be done in the way of an amicable 
adjustment. The railroad company, by its second vice-president, promised to 
investigate the complaint, and the complainant wrote other letters to the Board, 
stating that he was still laboring under a great disadvantage. On January 25, 
1900. Mr. J. T. Harahan, second vice-president of the Illinois Central Railroad 
Co. wrote the Commission as follows: 

* ' I have looked into this matter and find that an under crossing was not prom- 
ised to Mr. Gamatz by this company. There is no place where it would be prac- 
ticable to put in an under crossing, giving head room of sufficient height to warrant 
the construction of an under crossing. It was intended to put in a 5x5 box 
culvert at a point opposite the property of Mr. Gamatz, but it was found that a five- 
foot culvert could not be put in, and the height was reduced to four feet. This 
culvert is large enough for small stock, but not for large stock. 

* 'As before stated , Mr. Gamatz has a grade crossing, and it seems to me that is 
all he really needs. * * 

A copy of the foregoing was sent. Mr. Gamatz, and on February 14, 1900, Mr. 
G. M. Parker, of Auburn, Iowa, wrote the Board at some length for Mr. Gamatz^ 
reiterating the statements made by the complainant, andstatingfurther that hewas 
prepared to substantiate the same by competent witnesses. The Commissioners 
sent a copy of Mr. Parker's letter to the company, with the statement that the 
Commissioners hoped the railroad company would in some way adjust this complaint . 
The railroad company, however, under date of February 20th , declined to do any. 
thing further for the complainant, stating that he had already been provided with 
a grade crossing which should be satisfactory. 

The Commissioner wrote Mr. Parker as follows, which may be considered a^ 
closing the case: 

* ' The Commissioners recognize the convenience and ofttimes the seeming 
necessity of under-grade farm crossings, in order that farm or pasture lands may 
be used to the best advantage, and in their report for 1899 called the attention of 
the General Assembly, now in session, to the needed legislation upon this subject. 
There is a bill now pending in the House, providing for the construction of under- 
grade farm crossings. (This bill later failed to pass ) 

* 'If Mr. Gamatz can prove a contract with the railway company for an under- 
grade farm crossing, then his remedy would be a suit in court to enforce the terms 
of such contract. This Board, under the law, has no authority to compel the 
observance of private contracts or understandings between railway companies and 
other persons, that being the duty of the courts alone." 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2175—1900. 
W. J. R. Bbck, Ft. Madison, Iowa, 

vs. 

St. Louis, Kbokuk & Northwbstbrn 
Railway Co. 



Train Connections. 



Complaint filed November 23, 1899. 

Mr. Beck stated that the C. B. & Q. Railway had a train No. 13, on the Mt. 
Pleasant branch that failed by five minutes to connect with their No. 33 to Ft 
Madison; that Ft. Madison is one of the county seats of Lee county, and by the 
time card as arranged, the citizens of that couhty are compelled to either drive 
to Ft Madison, or to use three days and two nights to visit the county seat, etc. 

The complaint was duly taken up with the railway company, and on December 
6, 1899, Mr. Howard Elliott, General Manager made answer as follows: 

' 'Your letter of November 23d, enclosing a copy of a letter from W. J. R. Beck, 
of Port Madison, Iowa, dated November 22d, was duly received. 

' 'Train No. 13 leaves Keokuk at 4:45 p. m., and is a mixed train run for the 
purpose of accommodating the Keokuk merchants and residents of towns between 
Keokuk and Moulton, Iowa, who desire to come into Keokuk to shop and buy 
merchandise, and also for intermediate travel between towns between Keokuk and 
Moulton. 

"Train No. 2, on the C, B. & K. C. Railway, is run from Carrollton, Mis- 
souri, clear through to Burlington, and complaints are pretty constant that it 
arrives at Burlington and Fort Madison too late. 

"It is true that the time card shows that train No. 13 arrives at Donnellson at 
6 o'clock and that train No. 2 leaves Donnellson at 5:55, and therefore it would 
seem easy to make this connection. Train No. 13, however, being a mixed train, 
is very unreliable and we do not claim to have it on time all the time, so that if we 
should show the connection at Donnellson, train No, 2 would often be delayed, and, 
as there is no telegraph station between Mount Clara and Donnellson, no advice 
could be sent as to whether or not there were any passengers, so that a large num- 
ber of passengers on No. 2 would be discommoded, and I think the railroad 
would be subjected to just criticism for this method of running trains. 

* 'We are now considering making No. 2 pass Donnellson even earlier than at 
present because of the request of many of the traveling public, and we cannot 
very well have No. 13 leave Keokuk any earlier because merchants cannot get their 
freight ready for loading any earlier than at present. 

"We have daily train service on the Keokuk-Mt. Pleasant branch, so that 
passengers can leave Mt. Clara every day at 6:34 p. m. , connect at Keokuk with 
our No. 5 and arrive at Fort Madison at 8:25. 
In regard to service given to live stock: 

For the year ending June 30, 1899, there were thirteen car loads of stock mov- 
ing from stations between Keokuk and Donnellson, and for the year ending June 
30, 1898, there were five cars. 

' 'This stock can be loaded daily, except Sunday, at 8:07 a. m. and reach Chi- 
cago for the next day's market. 

* 'Our company desires to do everything it can to accommodate Mr. Beck and 
the other citizens of the towns and counties through which our roads run, but we 
believe the present service is fairly adjusted to the wants of the majority of the 
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people and that the change suggested by Mr. Beck while it would occasionally 
enable him to reach Port Madison a little earlier than under the present plan, 
would subject a good many people to delay and inconvenience. 

* *I trust this explanation will give the board a clear understanding of the situ- 
ation." 

There was some further correspondence between the board and the railway 
company concerning this matter, and on February 16, 1900, Mr. Elliott stated that 
he had made arrangements to make connections with the trains mentioned by Mr. 
Beck whenever it was possible to do so. 

On February 19, 1900, Mr. Beck thanked the commissioners for the results in 
this case. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



No. 2176—1900. 

Board OF Supervisors, Calhoun County, 
By W. E. Gray, County Attornby, 
Rockwell City, Iowa,. 

vs. 

GowRiE & Northwestern Railway Com- 
pany. 



Improper consttuciion of highway 
crossing. 



Complaint filed November 27, 1899. 

On November 27, 1899, Mr. W. E. Gray, county attorney of Calhoun county, 
Iowa, appeared before the Board of Railway Commissioners and made complaint 
substantially as follows: 

*' That the Gowrie & Northwestern Railroad company, by its construction is 
obstructing the public highway between sections 27 and 28, in Greenfield town- 
ship, Calhoun county, by building their grade across said highway, and said com- 
pany refuses to construct either an over grade crossing or under grade crossing; that 
the railroad company intend to change the said highway so as to compel teams to go 
around the abutments of grade; that the construction as at present contemplated 
will obstruct the natural water course of Cedar creek, which runs along the side 
of said highway; that the water from said creek will overflow and wash away the 
highway as proposed to be left by said railroad company, the supervisors ask that 
the commission take immediate action." 

Immediately upon the filing of this complaint a telegram was sent to Mr. MarNin 
H. Dey, in charge of the construction of this line and he was asked to suspend 
work until the commissioners could investigate the complaint. On same date Mr. 
Dey replied stating that the commissioners' wishes would be respected. 

On November 28th the commissioners received the following letter from Mr. 
Dey: 

Dear Sir:— Your communication of the 28th inst. with enclosed complaint of the supervisors of 
Calhoun county just received. In reply ^ill state that upon the receipt of your telegram 1 ordered the 
work stopped at the point in question and will not resume until the matter is adjusted. 

I have written Mr. Gray asking to meet him or the supervisors next week. The meeting with Mr. 
Kent, referred to in my last letter, occurred a month or six weeks ago. This agitation has undoubt- 
edly come up since that time. 

I think, judging from the reading of the petition, that a grade crossing would be satisfactory If 
80 we will lower our grade line as much as is practicable and put in such crossing. 
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Upon receipt or the foregoing, Mr. Dey was advised that if he had had an 
understanding with the supervisors the commissioners would not interfere therein, 
and the construction might proceed so far as the board was concerned. Mr. W. E. 
Gray was informed to that effect. Replying thereto, County Attorney Gray stated 
that the county authorities preferred an under crossing, but did not want the high- 
way obstructed, and, furthermore, that there were five members of the Board of 
Supervisors, and one or two members thereof had no right to bind the entire board 
to any agreement. 

The commissioners suggested to both Mr. Dey and Mr. Gray, that it would be 
proper for the parties to the case to have a conference and see whether an amicable 
adjustment might not be reached, as there seemed to be no great difference between 
the contending parties . 

As the commissioners understand it, the conference was held, but without satis- 
faction to the county authorities, and the matter was again taken up with Mr. Dey. 
On March IS, 1900, Mr. Carroll Wright, attorney for the railway company, wrote 
the board as follows: 

'*Your communication to Mr. Marvin H. Dey, engineer of the Gowrie & 
Northwestern Railway Company , together with a copy of the complaint signed by 
S. L. Kent, supervisor, and W. E. Gray, county attorney, has been handed me. 

* *In response thereto, I have to say that I am advised by Mr. Dey that he has 
faithfully and completely carried out the arrangement between himself, as a repre- 
sentative of the Gowrie & Northwestern Railway Company, and the Board of 
Supervisors, regarding the crossing referred to in said complaint. The under- 
crossing is provided for precisely as was agreed to . After this agreement was made, 
the company went to the expense of possibly two or three hundred dollars in the 
way of piling for the purpose of constructing an under-crossing. 

**We have now to say that if the county authorites are not satisfied with this 
under-crossing, we will give them a grade crossing. The situation is such that we 
cannot change the grade at that point nor furnish an under-crossing of any other 
character than that provided for at present. We join in the request that you view 
the location of this crossing.'* 

After some further correspondence had passed between the board and the pan ies 
in this controversy, the commissioners, on June 29th visited the scene of the cross- 
ing in question, and found the facts substantially as follows: That the Gowrie & 
Northwestern Railway Company in constructing its line of railroad from Gowrie 
northwest crossed the highway in question at an elevation of probably 12 feet 
above the surrounding country; that the railway was so constructed, that thehigh- 
way might be taken under the track instead of crossing at g^ade; in order to facili- 
tate this and save unnecessary expense, the opening for the teams had been placed 
in the same connection with the opening for the creek, and this had had the effect 
of making a jog in the highway; that the railway company stated that if this was 
not satisfactory that they would make a good crossing at grade. The commis- 
sioners found that the bridge at opening for the highway, was 16 feet wide in the 
clear, and 11 feet high in the clear*. 

This board believes that where under grade, or overhead highway crossings can 
be located without unreasonable expense, it is best both for the railway company 
and the public that crossings be so constructed; and while in all cases they might not 
approve of an opening in such a crossing only 11 feet high in the clear, yet in this 
case, it would seem lo the board, this was the best that could be done. The com- 
missioners recommended that the railway company put a car load of gravel on the 
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highway, under the overhead bridge, and that the railway company construct a 
20-foot bridge over the creek on the public highway just south of the railway 
crossing. 

The commissioners understand that their suggestions have been carried into 
effect. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 22, 1900. 



No. 2177—1900. 
J. T . Springer , Mayor op Norway, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago & Northwbstbrn Railway Com- 
pany. 



Lighting depot platform. 



Complaint filed December 4, 1899. 

Mr. J. T. Springer, mayor of Norway, Iowa, complained that the depot at 
that point was not sufficiently lighted; that it was all right until about thirty days 
ago, when one of the lamps was broken and had not been replaced. 

The attention of the railway company was called to the matter, and they advised 
the board that they had investigated the case and had fixed it up in a manner 
that was entirely satisfactory to Mr. Springer. This was communicated to Mr. 
Springer, and as nothing has been heard from him in regard to the same, the case 
is closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



Flagman at street crossing. 



No. 217ft-1900. 
M. S. Paige, Bblmond, Iowa, 

vs. 

Mason City & Ft. Dodgb Railway Com- 
pany. 

Complaint filed December 7, 1899. 

The complainant in this case stated that the mayor, Mr. M. S. Paige, had been 
instructed by the town council at Belmond to request the commissioners to compel 
the Mason City & Ft . Dodge Railway company to maintain a flagman at the main 
street crossing, which was very dangerous. 

The complaint was at once taken up by the commission with the railway com- 
pany, and Mr. O. B. Grant, its general manager, wrote the board, stating that 
he would call on the mayor and try and adjust the matter in a satisfactory manner. 
Later, Mr. Grant wrote the board that he had interviewed the mayor and council 
and believed that everything was now satisf actbry . On March 21, 1900, Mr. E. E. 
Hubbard, town clerk of Belmond, wrote the commission as follows: 

''Satisfactory arrangements have been made with the Mason City & Ft. Dodge 
Railway company in regard to the crossing. Thanking you for giving the matter 
attention , I remain , ' ' etc . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No, 2179—1900. 

a. c. burkhaltbr, rockwbll city, 
Iowa, 



vs. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- | 
WAY Company. J 



FatiH crossings . 



Complaint filed December 14, 1899. 

Mr. Barkhalter stated that he was the owner of the west ^ of the southwest 
X. section 25, township 88, range 33, in the town limits of Rockwell City; that 
the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway runs through his place and he had 
requested the railway company to put in cattle-guards at his crossing, which they 
had neglected to do. Mr. Burkhalter stated that he had a number of young 
horses that had to be driven across two or three times a day and that he would 
like to have the crossing put in proper condition at once. On January 9th the 
general manager of the railway company, Mr. W. G. Collins, advised the Com- 
missioners that the cattle-guards had been placed for Mr. Burkhalter. Mr. Burk- 
halter was asked to write the board in case he had any further cause for com- 
plaint. Nothing further having been heard from him the case is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



No. 2180—1900. 

E.B. PIEKBNBROCK& SONS , DUBUQUE , ' 

lOWA, 

VS. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Inquiry filed December 16, 1899. 



Responsibihiy for loss of baggage when 
stolen from depot 



This was an inquiry directed to the Board by Messrs. E. B. Piekenbrock & 
Son, as per the following: 

'*Some weeks ago as our salesman's trunks (checked) were in the depot at 
Yale, Iowa, burglars broke into the depot and damaged the trunks to the extent 
of $3.60. We filed our claims with the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 
and they positively refused to entertain it. Attached please find a letter of their 
general baggage agent. Will you be kind enough to advise us if his arguments 
and interpretation of the law are correct? It would seem to us that, if we pay 
excess baggage and storage on trunks when they are in the depot over time, that 
there should be some protection for us. Supposing a salesman reaches a town 
during the night or even late in the evening, is it not unreasonable to expect him 
to take away his baggage in thirty minutes. In many instances, even if he wanted 
to do it, it would be utterly impossible. Mr. Carrick's interpretation seems to us 
to be entirely too one-sided and arbitrar>-. We do not wish to appear as fighting 
for a trivial allowance of $3.60. It is the principle that is involved. '* 

Replying to the foregoing the Commissioners, on January 30, 1900, stated: 

*• Replying more fully to your favor under date of December 15, 1899. The 
question you submit therein is one that must be determined and decided by the 
circumstances attending each case. There is nothing in either the letter of your 
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agent or your letter to us indicating under what circumstances or conditions, or 
what hour of the evening or night the baggage reached its destination—that is, 
the depot at Yale, Iowa. 

* 'While we cannot concur in the construction of liability as stated by the general 
baggage agent , Mr. W. D. Carrick, yet, as a general rule, during transit and for 
a reasonable time after the arrival of the baggage at its destination the liability of 
the railway company is that of a common carrier, but at the expiration of a rea- 
sonable time after the baggage reaches its destination the liability of a common 
carrier ceases. It does not follow, however, that from that time there is no 
liability whatever. If the owner does not call for it within a reasonable time after 
it reaches the destination , a duty rests upon the carrier to store it and care for it 
a reasonable time until called for. The rule is, that after the baggage has been 
held a reasonable time after its arrival and the owner does not call for it, the 
liability as a common carrier ceases and the liability of a warehouseman for hire 
begins. The measure of duty resting upon the carrier as warehouseman is that of 
a reasonable care, and in such cases it is only liable for loss or injury to the 
baggage which results from its actual negliijence . In providing a place for storing 
the baggage the carrier is bound to exercise such a degree of care as would be used 
by a reasonably prudent man under the circumstances; it is not bound to provide 
a place either fire or burglar proof. The test for determining the liability is 
whether or not there was negligence. 

* 'What is a reasonable time in which to call for and remove baggage has been 
held where the facts are undisputed to be one of law, but where the facts are dis- 
puted it is a mixed question of law and fact. 

' 'The court has held that it is the railway company's duty when the passenger's 
baggage reaches its destination to have it ready for delivery upon the platform at 
the usual place of delivery until the owner in the exercise of due diligence can 
receive it, and the liability does not cease until a reasonable time has been allowed 
the owner to do so . 

" It is the opinion of the Board under the rule laid down by the courts that 
under ordmary conditions a railway company would not be obliged to care for 
merchandise or baggage, as a common carrier, for the space of one night, or for 
any considerable length of time, unless there were peculiar conditions or circum- 
stances attending or controlling.'* 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 30, 1900. 



No. 2181—1900. 

J. A. Hamilton & Co., Algona, Iowa, '] 

I 
vs. I 

}- Appltcahon for a Y. 
Iowa Central, Chicago & North-West- | 
ERN AND Chicago, Milwaukee & St. | 
Paul Railway Companies. J 

Complaint filed December 20, 1899. 

This was an application by the above named firm for a Y connecting the 
tracks of the three railway companies named above at Algona, Iowa. 

In answer to the application the railway companies all protested against con- 
structing the Y as requested. Mr, W. A. Gardner, general manager of the 
Chicago & North-Westem Railway company, advised the commission that: 
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'*We have investigated this matter of Y at Algona and we think have made 
such arrangements with Mr. Hamilton that he will forego the request. To comply 
with this idea would necessitate a large expenditure without any corresponding 
return in facility or business. ** 

On January 30, 1900, the commissioners wrote the complainants, sending them 
copy of all letters received by the board, including the one from Mr. Gardner just 
referred to. Not having heard from them, the commissioners again wrote the 
complainants on March 2d, saying: 

* "Unless you are heard from in a reasonable time it will be regarded that you 
do not desire to carry this case further, and the same will be closed." 

The Board received no reply from Messrs. Hamilton & Co., and the case was 
therefore closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2182—1900. 
J. L. Werts, Russell, Iowa, 

vs 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



Street crossing. 



Complaint filed December 21 , 1899. 

The town authorities of Russell, Iowa, complained to the board that the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company had failed to build a sidewalk 
crossing across its line of road in that town, after repeated requests to do so; that 
the point where the sidewalk was desired is an important one, being used by ten 
diflFerent families in going to school. 

In answer to this complaint, Mr. CM. Levey, superintendent of the railway 
company, stated that the matter had been investigated at different times by the 
division superintendent, who had informed him there were but six or eight houses 
on the north side of the track in this locality. That the people could use the walk 
if put in, but the town authorities had no sidewalk except for one block to connect 
with it, so that the people would have to walk on bare ground to reach the railroad 
company's sidewalk. Mr. Levey stated, however, that the company would put 
in the sidewalk as requested. 

Mr. Werts was asked to advise the board if the sidewalk was not constructed as 
stated in the above, and nothing further having been heard from him the case 
is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



Farm crossing. 



No. 2183—1900. 
C. G. Lee, Ames, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company . 

Complaint filed December 22, 1899. 

Complainant in above entitled case wrote the board the following letter, dated 
Ames, Iowa, December 20th: 
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Beard Of Railroad Commissioners ^ Des Moines^ Iowa : 

Gbntlembn— With this I enclose you a plat of a portions of sections 32 and 33 in township 84 nortli 
range 24, westofthe faftb P. M. ot Iowa, the same being: in Franklin township, Story county, and desire 
to explain that I own lots marked 4 and s and 20 acres adjoining the same to the northeast as indicated by 
the plat, a total of fifty-nine acres and a fraction. The Chicago & North- Western Railway Company 
bounds lots 4 and 5 on the south, and lot 7, which is owned by the Vest estate, is between the North- 
western railway and the highway on the south of sections 3a and 33. There is no highway adjoining 
the premises hereinbefore described as belonging to me, and no way of reaching the public highway 
except over the Chicago & North- Western railway, and across lot 7: the dwelling belonging to my premi- 
ses is on lot S« in the southwest corner near the railroad, and is very ancient, probably having been 
there thirty years, and the owners of this property have, in the past, crossed the railway track and lot 
7 by means of the right-of-way indicated on the plat, which right-of-way has, from time to time, been 
leased from the owners of lot 7. The crossing of the track has been a private one, without cattle-' 
guards, and with large heavy gates. I have recently purchased the right-of-way heretofore used across 
lot 7, with the option to shift it most anywhere along lot 7 that would be satisfactory to the railroad 
company, and have arranged to have said right-of-way fenced from the public highway to the compa- 
ny's right-of-way, and have asked the company to give me an open crossing, with cattle-guards, 
across their right-of-way at the point of the present crossing, or at any other convenient place along 
lot 7, said crossing to be used for the purpose of going to and from said premises, and in no other 
manner than public highway might be used. The gates make it verv difficult for women and children 
to pass from the public highway to the premises, or the reverse, or for even a matured man 10 get 
along with a team that is not absolutely trusty, and an open crossing at this place used only for legit' 
imate travel would certainly not increase the danger to the company, and would lessen it to those usin^ 
the crossing. 

I believe I am entitled to an open crossing under the provisions of section 2022. and the decisions 
thereunder, as well as under the provisions of section 2028. 

1 have made a request to the officials of the company for an open crossing, and while they have 
made no serious objection, they have neglected and refused to make any statement as to what they 
would do, but have said, let the matter rest a little while, we will see about it later, etc. I do not 
desire to be rash about this matter, but am very anxious to have it settled, and so refer it to you. 
Awaiting your pleasure, I am 

Yours very respectfully, 

C. G. Lee 

The case was taken up with the railway company, and the Commissioners were 
advised in April that the matter was in a fair way for settlement. On November 
13th Mr. Lee advised the Board that the railway company had entered into an 
agreement with him to construct an over-head crossing, stating also that unless 
the railway company fulfilled their part of the agreement, he would ask that the 
case be reopened. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



No. 2184-1900. 

In the matter of keeping passage way clear for passengers over the tracks of the 
Chicago Great Western Railway company, at Sumner, Iowa. 
On December 22, 1899. the commissioners addressed the following letter to Mr. 

S. C. Stickney, general manager Chicago Great Western Railway company. 

* ' The board desire to call your attention to the condition of your tracks and 
station at Sumner, Iowa. Passengers taking passage on your south bound train 
are obliged to travel a considerable distance from the station platform; and in so 
doing are required to pass over one or more tracks of your riailway . It is observed 
that your agent at Sumner neglects to clear a proper passage way for such pas- 
sengers when there is any considerable snow, and there is not sufficient light to 
enable such passengers, except with difficulty, to find their way to the respective 
coaches of this train. 
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'It is the opinion of this board that such passage way ought to be kept clear, 
and a proper and suitable light stationed along these tracks, so that all passen- 
gers might be enabled without difficulty and danger to see their way clearly to this 
train. 

** These conditions are true respecting the north-bound train, except that so 
many tracks are not encountered . 

* * There is another matter that has been called to the attention of the board 
on several occasions, concerning the freight train carrying passengers leaving 
Sumner on the branch in the evening for the west. As a rule, this train is late 
out of Sumner, and passengers are unable to ascertain from the agent any reliable 
or definite information concerning the departure of the train. You will note that 
this leaves ac a time when passengers are desirous of getting a lunch or meal if 
suob train is late any considerable time. 

' * It seems to the board that if the business of the station is well in hand and 
properly directed, the agents and his employes might reasonably ascertain with 
some degree of certainty about the departure of these trains, and no good reason 
for such failure on the part of your company is known to the board. The atten- 
tion of the agent at Sumner has been called to this fact, and we believe he is 
making an honest endeavor to give such information, but unless he is more suc- 
cessful in the future than he has been in the past, the board will be obliged to give 
this matter more decisive consideration. This train carries a large number of 
passengers, and the passenger traffic thereon should not be neglected or ignored. 

* *The board trusts that you will take these matters up and give them proper 
attention, and will be pleased to hear from you respecting the same." 

On January 20, 1900, Mr. Stickney wrote the board, stating that the passage 
way at Sumner would be left clear, lights would be put up, and information would 
be furnished passengers as to main line trains, and that if any further cause for 
complaint arose, he would be glad to hear of it. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



No. 2185-1900. 
Grorge Thurman, Anita, Iowa. 



vs. 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



Goods lost in transit. 



Complaint filed December 29, 1899. 

This was a complaint that a windmill vane had been lost by the railroad com- 
pany about Augfust 15, 1899. That upon the advice of the company's agent, he 
had put in a claim of $8.25, but he was unable to get the claim adjusted. The 
matter was brought to the attention of the railway company, and on January 16, 
1900, Mr. Thurman wrote the board that the claim had been settled. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 
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No. 2186-1900. 
J. H. Walsh, Dickens, Iowa 



vs. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed January 2, 1900. 

On date named Mr. Walsh wrote the board asking what his rights were con- 
cerning farm crossings. The board called Mr. Walsh's attention to section 2022 
of the Code of 1897, and decisions of the supreme court interpreting same. Mr. 
Walsh wrote the board again January 17th , stating that the crossing already pro- 
vided by the railway company was located in the right place if it were not for the 
impassable creek or bayou; that a bridge across it would give access to pasture, 
and that without such bridge or another crossing, he is practically shut off from 
pasture as shown by diagram which he enclosed. 

The complaint was taken up with the railroad company, and on January 20th 
the Commissioners were assured that the complaint would receive prompt investi- 
gation. On February 5th Mr. H. R. Willliams, general manager, wrote the Com- 
missioners that after careful investigation the company had decided to put in the 
bridge desired by Mr. Walsh. Mr. Goodnow, general superintendent, wrote the 
board to the same effect on February 6, 1900. 

Mr. Walsh thanked the board for- the results of their action. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



No 2187—1900. 
D. R. Graybill, Massena, Iowa, 1 

vs. I" Discrintinaiion in furnishing cars. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- J 
ROAD Company. 

Complaint filed January 3, 1900. 

Mr. D. R. Graybill, of Massena, Iowa, wrote the board under date of January 
1st, enquiring whether elevators have any more right to be furnished cars than 
parties without elevators. He stated that he had been told that he could not get 
cars unless the elevators did not want them . 

Mr. Graybill was advised that the board had usually held that during scarcity 
of cars, parties loading on track should receive their proportion of cars, provided 
they loaded substantially as promptly as did the elevators. But the complaint was 
laid before the officials of the railway company. In reply to the complaint Supt. 
CM. Levey, stated: 

"I do not believe there is any good basis for Mr. Graybiirs complaint. We 
have not been short of cars for any extended period . A man may not be able to 
get a car just the day he wants it, but he is pretty sure to get it within two or three 
days. It is well known that men loading cars of grain with teams delay cars much 
longer than when cars are loaded from elevators. I attach list showing shipments 
of g:rain from Massena, December 20th to January 13th, inclusive, which shows 
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plainly that men loading from wagons received a fair proportion of cars com- 
pared with the men owning the elevators. Mr. Gray bile's first shipment was made 
on December 22d . If he has any trouble about getting cars in future and will 
write me I will be glad to investigate the case promptly, and see that he has a fair 
show in the distribution of cars.'' 

On January 19, 1900, Mr. Graybile was furnished a copy of the foregoing and 
was requested to advise the commissioners if he had any further trouble. Nothing 
further having been heard the case is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



No. 2188—1900. 
G. B. Webb, Rhodes, Iowa. 

vs. 

Adams Express Company and United 
State Express Company. 



Overcharge, 



Complaint filed January 5, 1900. 

Mr. G. B. Webb, of Rhodes, Iowa, stated to the board that a package addressed 
to him from Sever City, Nebraska, had been taken by the Adams Express Com- 
pany across Iowa into the state of Illinois and then delivered to the United States 
Express Company instead of delivering it to them at Omaha, making the total 
cost to him $5.00, which he considered excessive. 

While the shipment was interstate in its character and not properly one for the 
board to take up, yet the Commissioners called the attention of Mr. W. H. Quick, 
General Superintendent of the United States Express Company, to the complaint 
and, on February' 2d, Mr. Quick wrote the board stating that the Adams Express 
Company had made an overcharge of $1.75 which had already been refunded. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 28, 1900. 



No 2189— 1900. 

John W.Leverton, Abbott, Iowa, ^ 

I Failure to furnish cars and termination of 
^ ■ [ lease for elevator site . 

Iowa Central Railway Company, J 
Complaint filed January 13, 1900. 

The complainant in this case stated that the railway company was discrimi- 
nating against him in furnishing the cars, and later complained that the railway 
company had given him notice to remove his elevator from the depot grounds. 
The commissioners investigated the complaint and found that no discrimination 
had been practiced against Mr. Leverton in furnishing cars. 

In the matter of the termination of the lease, Mr. Leverton wrote the Board 
that the company had obtained an order from the court compelling him to vacate 
and asked what his rights were in the matter. To this feature of his complaint 
the Board, on January 18th, wrote him as follows: 

* 'Replying to your favor of the 17th, beg to say that whether or not the railway 
company would have the right to terminate your lease to portion of depot 

11 
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grounds, would probably be determined by the conditions in your contract or 
lease. The courts have held that the railway companies have the right to choose 
the parties who shall have the allotments of depot grounds for elevators, ware- 
houses, etc. , but of course the interests of the public must be subserved. 

"If the court has sustained the application of the railway company for the 
termination of your lease, and the removal of your building, it would be a serious 
question whether this Board would have any legal right to interfere in the matter. 

**The Commissioners regret that you have had so much difficulty with the 
railway company, and have tried the best they knew how to afford you relief.** 

As it seemed there was nothing more for the Commissioners to do in the 
matter, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 18, 1900. 



No. 2190—1900. 
F. M. Campbell, Randolph, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



Damage on account of delay. 



Complaint filed January 15, 1900. 

This was a complaint that two cars of com, shipped on June 13th, at Anderson, 
Iowa, were not delivered at Burlington, their destination, until June 27, 1899; the 
corn was in good condition when shipped , but during the delay was damaged by 
heat and otherwise. 

Mr. Campbell was advised by the Board that the case would be taken up with 
the railway company, although the Commissioners had no authority to render an 
award for damages on account of delay. 

Accordingly the claim was sent to the company, but before answer was had 
from them, Mr. Campbell withdrew his complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



Farm crossing. 



No. 2191—1900. 
G. H. Stouffer, Marsh alltown, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago Great Western Railway Com- 
pany. 

Complaint filed January 16, 1900. 

Mr. Henry Stone, of Marshalltown , Iowa, filed complaint with the board for 
Mr. G. H. Stouffer, substantially as follows: 

Sonic years ago the ChicaKO Great Western Railroad company built a crossinisrfor G. H. Stouffer 
ID that he could pass from one part of his farm to the other over which said road was huilt; that this 
crossing was built at the time of the building of the road. About three years age, they took it away 
or destroyed it so that it can no longer be used; that this is a great detriment to Mr. Stouttcr; that he 
has requested the company to replace the crossing but they had not done so; that some time ago at 
his request, he (,Mr. Stone) wrote to the company about it but they had also ignored him; that this 
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is a matter which should receive immediate attentioa; that the land across which the road runs is 
described as follows: The east half of the southeast quarter of section 32, inltownship 83, ran^e 19, 
Marshall county, Iowa. 

Mr. Stone asked that the board take some action to have the crossing put in. 

The commissioners took the matter up with the railway company and on Feb- 
ruary 3d, Mr. H. Femstrom, chief eng^ineer of the railway company, advised the 
board that instructions had been issued to place the crossing in proper condition. 
The board so advised the attorney for Mr. Stouffer and he was requested to write 
the commission if these instructions were not complied with. Nothing further 
having been heard from the complainant or his attorney, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 30, 1900. 



No. 2192-1900. 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
Company 

vs. |- Petition for authority to condemn 

I additionai land for right of way^ 
JosEPli Fielding Bros, y et at. • J in Greene and Carroll counties. 



1 



Petition filed January 18, 1900. 

Six applications by the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company, for per- 
mission to condemn the lands therein described in Greene and Carroll counties, 
were filed with the Board and date fixed for hearing of same. However, before 
any official action had been taken by the Board the company advised that they had 
settled these six cases and the same was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2193-1900. 

Gowrie & Northwestern Railway company in matter of application for permission 
to condemn additional depot grounds at Laurens, Iowa. 
Application filed January 20, 1900. 

This was an application by the above named railway for permission to con- 
demn additional depot grounds. Before the case was heard, however, the com- 
missioners were advised that an amicable adjustment had been arrived at between 
the railway company and the property owners, and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



No. 2194-1900. 

A. E. Stow, Castana, Iowa, '\ 

I 
vs. 



I 

' Overcharge, 



Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way Company. 



Complaint filed January 20, 1900. 

The complainant in this case stated that he had shipped an old wagon from 
Hamburg to Castana and got a shipping bill from the Kansas City, St. Joseph & 
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Council Bluffs Railway company, weight 270 pounds. When the wagon reached 
Castana the Chicago & North- Western Railway company charged him for 1,500 
pounds, the charges being $8.96. The complainant stated that he refused to pay 
this amount but did offer to pay $1.50. He stated further that he only paid $6.00 
for the wagon in the first place; that he was a poor man and could not afford to 
lose it. 

The Commissioners took the matter up with the railway company and in Feb- 
ruary the matter was settled, as the Commissioners understand it, to .the entire 
satisfaction of the complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



Excessive rales 



No. 2195—1900. 

Ezra Miller and Others, Mt. ^ 
PiSGAH, Iowa, I 

vs. 

Chicago & North-Western Rail- 
way Company. 

Complaint filed January 22, 1900. 

The following is the complaint filed in this case: 

To the I/onoradle Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

Inasmuch as the present freight rates from Pisgah station, on the Mondamin & Wall Lake branch 
of the Chicairo & North-Western railway, are about 75 to 8o per cent, more to Council Bluffs, Omaha 
and South Omaha, than from River Sioux, the nearest competing point to this place, we, the under- 
signed, respectfully petition you to investigate and adjust the matter. 

Ezra Miller, 
M. S. Van Eaton. 
P. L. Johnston. 
Dated Mount Pisgah, Iowa, January 3S« i9oo. 

The Commissioners investigated the matters complained of and wrote the com- 
plainants as follows: 

"Replying further to your communication of January 20th, beg to say that upon investigation it is 
found that rates from Pisgah station to Council Bluffs and Omaha, are less than from River Sioux to 
the same point. 

' 'The station of River Sioux is on the Sioux City & Pacific railroad, a separate corporation from 
the Chicago & North-Western Railroad company, and, as you will see by the enclosed tariff, Iowa 
distance rates do not apply from River Sioux to Council Bluffs. 

"Your rates are figfured on the Iowa distance tariff from Mt. Pisgah to Council Bluffs by the way 
of Wall Lake and Denison and Missouri Valley, all by the North-Western proper. 

"I also enclose you copy of statement filed by the railway company showing rates between Omaha 
South Omaha and Council Bluffs and Mt. Pisgah and River Sioux." 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 30, 1900. 
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No. 2196-1900. 
Lee Canfield, Benson, Iowa, 

vs. 
Illinois C*entral Railroad Company. 



Failure to sell excursion tickets as 
advertised* 



Complaint field January 24, 1900. 

Mr. Canfield complained in this case that the company advertised in the papers 
that they would sell tickets during the holidays, including January 1st, at one and 
one-third fare for the round trip; that he attempted to buy two tickets for New 
Hartford, but the agent declined to sell him any at the reduced rate, claiming that 
he had no authority for so doing; that New Hartford is five miles west of Benson . 

The complaint was taken up with the railroad company, and on January 23d 
Mr. J. F. Merry, assistant general passenger agent of the Illinois Central Railroad 
company, advisie^ the board that it was an error on the part of the agent in charge 
at the time, who was not the regular agent at Benson, and that he regretted the 
occurrence very much. Mr. Merry also stated that the overcharge had been 
refunded to Mr. Canfield. Mr. Canfield was advised of the manner in which this 
error occurred, and was asked to advise the board if his complaint had not been 
satisfactorily adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



No. 2197—1900. 
A. J. Kendig, Shannon City, Iowa, 



vs. 



^ Request for transfer at Afton Junc- 
tion, 



Wells, Fargo & Co. , Express, et al. 
Complaint filed January 25, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

' ' I wish to call your attention to what seems to me an unfair way of doing 
business. When at Blockton, Iowa, I wished to send freight by rail or by express 
to Afton Junction , I could not ship or express to Afton Junction as no transfer was 
made at Afton Junction, heoce must pay charges to Des Moines where the freight 
or express forwarded by the Chicago Great Western or Wells Fargo & Co. would 
transfer to the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, or Adams Express company would 
carry it via Albia to Afton, making quite a long haul, whereas a short haul would 
have been charged for if transferred at Afton Junction . 

' * Second —I am shipping medicines and appliances from Afton to Winterset; it 
will go to Des Moines via Albia thence to Winterset from Des Moines, making 
double charges than if carried a greater distance on one road or express company, 
oftentimes compelling poor people to pay these double charges, whereas, if car- 
ried double the distance by one company or from a competing town the express 
would only be one-half or less the amount simply because there is no competition . 

**This looks like discrimination. I trust you will be able to make these transpor- 
tation companies .do right and that which is equity to all.'* 

The case was taken up with the express company at once, and on March 31st 
Mr. G. B. Simpson, superintendent of Wells Fargo & Co. Express, made answer 
as follows: 
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Referring to complaint made by A. J. Kendig, Shannon City, Iowa> to the 
Railroad Commissioners, relative to shipments being earned a roundabout way and 
extra charges created thereby, which has a bearing on complaint as to shipments 
from Blockton, Iowa, to Afton, Iowa, being carried via Des Moines instead of 
making transfer at Afton Junction, I would state that there is no express agency 
at Afton Junction. The Chicago Great Western cross the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy overhead at that point, and, while they have an agent there, they have 
found it impracticable to handle freight, and it is much more impracticable for us 
to handle express matter there. I am informed that there is very little of this 
business. If facilities could be established at Afton Junction we would be glad to 
transfer there, but it is practically impossible.'* 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. Kendig at Shannon City, Iowa, but the 
same was returned to the commissioners unopened, having been uncalled for. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2198-1900. 
A. K. Rudolf, North McGregor , Iowa , 



vs. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Blockading streets by standing trains 



Complaint filed January 29, 1900. 

Mr. A. K. Rudolf, who is the town marshal of North McGregor, wrote the 
Board on January 26th, stating that the trainmen were holding public crossings 
from ten to forty minutes, making flying switches and otherwise making it incon- 
venient for the citizens of that place. He asked advice as to the proper method of 
procedure to correct this evil. 

Mr. Rudolf was advised by the Board that while it was the usual thing for 
towns to regulate by ordinance the evil of which he complains, yet the commis- 
sioners had taken the matter up with the railway company and had been a.ssured 
that orders would at once be given to remedv the situation at that town. Nothing 
further having been heard from Mr. Rudolf the case is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



No. 2199-1900. 

W. A. Rall, Perry, Iowa. 

vs. 



( Insufficient passenger accowmoda- 
f tions at Wilson Junction. 



Chicago Great Western Railway Co. ' 

Complaint filed February 3, 1900. 

The complaint in this matter stated that the accommodations afforded passen- 
gers at Wilson Junction, transferring from the main line to the Cedar Falls branch 
were utterly inadequate, and should receive the immediate attetjtion of the Board; 
that only a shed is provided there, no seats, no light, stove broken, and coal 
dumped on the floor. The complaint was at once taken up with the railway com- 
pany, and on March 6th the Commissioners received a letter from General Man- 
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ager, Mr. S. C. Stickney, stating, * * We have not quite reached a conclusion in the 
matter yet, but will do so soon, and will make the new arrangement at Wilson 
Junction entirely satisfactory." On March 31, 1900, Mr. J. Berlingett, Superin- 
tendent, wrote the Board as follows: 

* * Replying to your favor of the 29th inst . , in connection with passenger accom- 
modations at Wilson Junction: 

* 'We have put in lamps , station seats, and placed the waiting room in good con- 
dition at that point. Whenever it is necessary to leave passengers there the con- 
ducter on the branch train places a fire in the waiting room stove and sees to it 
that everything is in good condition. 

*'We have got also under consideration the question of putting on a man who 
could remain at the station during the time it is necessary for any of the passengers 
to wait there at a time when the branch train cannot also remain. This latter 
question, however, has not yet been fully decided upon. ** 

Several letters pa.ssed between the Commissioners and the officials of the railway 
company, until finally, on July 2d, Mr. S. C. Stickney wrote the Board as follows: 
* 'Replying to your various letters with regard to the lack of accommodations for 
passengers at Wilson Junction, I beg to say that we have at last arranged to fur- 
nish a substantial depot at Wilson Junction, lamps and stove being taken care of 
and ready for use at any time they are required, by the family of one of our employes 
who will live there. 

"You understand, of course, that there is absolutely no use for a depot at Wilson 
Junction, except occa.sionally, when a main line train is late and the branch train 
must return to Cedar Falls in order to bring down passengers for the next main 
line train. We will, however, make provisions which I am sure cannot help but 
be entirely satisfactory. * ' 

Upon being apprised of the improvements already made and contemplated by 
the railway company, Mr. Rail thanked the Board for their action in the case. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



No. 2200-1900. 
W. W. Weston, and others, 

vs. 

Chicago & Northwestern R.\ilway 
Company. 



^ Failure to provide Toilet Rooms in 
Caboose cars. 



Complaint filed February 8, 1900. 

The Hon. Asmus Boysen, member of the House of Representatives of the 

Twenty-eighth General Assembly, filed the following petition with the board. \ 

i 

We the undersigned citizens of Iowa, complaining to the Board o( Railroad Commissioners of j 

Iowa, hereby show to your honorable body that the Chicago & Northwestern Railroad Company is not ^ 

providing for the comfort and convenience of persons necessarly required to travel on its stock trains, | 

in that the said railroad company fails to provide cabooses for the accommodation of said persons, | 

and providing sometimes cabooses without water or closets for the comfort and convenience of the said 

persons so required to travel, and compl^tining hereof as stated above the said citizens of Iowa whose | 

namis are hereto subscribed request a rule of this commission directed to the said railroad company 

requiring them to provide on all their cattle trains cabooses with water and closets for the accommoda- \ 

tion of persons required to travel on such trains. I 

W. W. Weston, and fourteen others. ! 
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The complaint was taken up with the Chicago & Northwestern Company and on 
March 12th Mr. W. A. Gardner, General Manager wrote the board as follows: 

"The absence of water from these caboose cars is due to unintentional over- 
sight on the part of train employees and is a matter I hope you will not have 
occasion to call our attention to again. It is not customary to provide caboose 
cars with toilet rooms, except those of very recent and modern construction. 
This railway is adding to its equipment of the caboose cars as rapidly as possible 
and the new ones are fitted with all modem appliances, including berths. We 
believe that we are now extending to the stock shippers in Iowa better accommoda- 
tions than any other line, and we shall continue to keep in the front rank. I am 
glad of this opportunity to outline our intentions.'* 

Mr. Boysen was advised of the foregoing statement of the railway company, 
and while the commissioners are not satisfied that any caboose car should be 
operated unless it be provided with necessary toilet arrangements, yet the accom- 
modations of the railway company are such that they feel that it might be onerous 
to require the old cabooses to be so fitted up . 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



No. 2201-1900. 
Citizens of Chillicothk, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



' Train service. 



Complaint filed February 9, 1899. 

On date named the following petition was filed with the board: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

The undersigned, beinif residents of Wapello county, Iowa would respectfully represent that the 
town of Chillicothe is situated eij^ht miles west of Ottumwa, Iowa, on the line of the Chicas^o. Burlingr- 
ton & Quincy Railroad. That said town has no other railroad connection. 

That the town has about three hundred inhabitants and is surrounded by a productive and popu- 
lous country. 

That there is considerable travel to and from said town of Chillicothe and that for several years 
the only west bound passenger train running through said town, allowed by the management to stop 
at Chillicothe, is an afternoon local train now called the Peoria & Des Moines train. That there is no 
through Chicago wtst bound train stops at said station. 

That train No. 3 passes through said town about nine o'clock in the morning without stopping. 

That if said train No. 3 was required to stop at Chillicothe it would add much to the convenience 
of the residents ol said town and vicinity and would tend to increase travel and business in said town. 

That if said train was required to stop at Chillicothe it would add much to the convenience of the 
wholesale trade and business men of Ottumwa, Iowa, who do business with the residents of Chillicothe 
and towns on the line of said road west of Chillicothe. 

Wherefore your petitioners pray your commission to inquire into the matter and take such neces- 
sary steps as will give to the town of Chillicothe the necessary and required facilities for railroad travel 
and accommodations as herein set forth. Signed, 

A. K. Berry, and ninety-six others. 

The complaint was taken up with the railroad company at once, and on March 
18, 1899, the Board received the following answer from Mr. CM. Levy, Superin- 
tendent of Iowa lines: 

*' Your letter of the 15th inst., enclosing copy of petition of citizens of Chili- 
cothe, asking that through passenger train No. 3 be stopped regularly at that point 
received . 
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Chillicothe is a small village of about 200 inhabitants, one of whom is Mr. 
£d. Nye, a traveling salesman, who appears to persist in his efforts to have this 
train stopped there, notwithstanding repeated notice from officers of the road that 
this can not be done. As the matter has been brought to the attention of the Com- 
mission we beg leave to submit the following information: 

No. 3 is a through passenger train, consisting of seven cars for Denver, Lincoln 
and Billings, where close connection is made with the Northern Pacific road for 
Butte, Anaconda, Spokane and all Puget Sound points. The running time of this 
train from Burlington to Pacific Junction, including stops, is 31.9 miles per hour, 
and excluding stops, 38 miles per hour. Between Burlington and Pacific Junction 
there are forty-five towns, this train stops at twenty-two of these. There are 
nine towns at which we do not stop that have a larger population than Chillicothe. 

Two of them have a population of 1,000 people, and nearly all the other towns 
have nearly as many people as Chillicothe, so you can readily see that if a stop is 
made at Chillicothe we would, in justice to other towns, be obliged to stop at every 
station between the Mississippi and Missouri rivers. 

We cannot, of course, give service that will be convenient and meet the exact 
wishes of all the towns on our line, but it is our aim to do so as far as practicable. 
Trains now stop at Chillicothe as follows: 

BAST BOUND. WBST BOUND. 

No. 12, 3:39 a. m. No. 91, 6:45 A' m. 

No. 10, 11:30 A. M. No. 9, 2:35 p. m. 

No. 92, 5:45 p. m. No. 11, 11:17 p. m. 
No. 4, 6:23 p. m. 

' ' Passengers desiring to go west on Na. 3 should take No . 19 to Albia. 

' *No. 19 is due to arrive at Albia at 8:20 a. m., and No. 3 arrives there at 9.16 
A. M., which gives a leeway of nearly one hour. 

* ' I notice it is claimed that the way freight, west bound, due at Chillicothe at 
6:45 A. M. is frequently late. I have not investigated this matter, but have to-day 
written our division superintendent at Ottumwa that as that train carries passen- 
gers we should aim to have it as nearly on time as possible , and it has been my 
understanding that this train has been run on its schedule time. 

"You will see we stop No. 3 at as many points in Iowa as we can and still make 
our schedule time We are sorry not to be able to comply with the request of the 
citizens of Chillicothe, but conditions are such that we are obliged to decline their 
request.'* 

A copy of the foregoing was sent the complainants. 

On April 3, 1899, Mr. H. S. Berry, of Chillicothe, wrote the Board in reference 
to this case as follows: 

"Your favor of March 27th, enclosing letter of C. M. Levey, at hand, in which 
you ask for reply to Mr. Levey's statements. In the first place I must say that Mr. 
Levey very craftfuUy urges you to believe that Mr. Ed. Nye is resposible for the 
petition being before you, asking that train No. 3, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
be made to stop at Chillicothe. This position we trust will have but little effect 
with you; the number of names to said petition is proof that this community is 
solidly asking for the relief, and that no one man can be responsible therefor. Mr. 
Levey also takes the position that No. 3 is especially operated for the benefit of 
western terminal and connecting points, and not for intermediate points. I do not 
think this can justify the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy in this unjust discrimina- 
tion against the citizens of this place. It is not fair to presume that because No. 
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does not stop at certain other points that it should not do so here. The time that 
other trains pass through and stop at these other towns may, and indeed does give 
the people better accommodations than we have at Chillicothe, and again, if these 
other towns were as badly handicapped by said railroad as we are and do not ask for 
relief, it is no reason why we should not do so, nor any reason why you should not 
see that this community is no longer discriminated against. 

' 'Again, No. 3 is frequently stopped at Chillicothe when some one who has a 
stand in with the officials wants on or off said train. Is there any reason why the 
railroad company could not change its schedule time out of Chicago so as to g^ve 
the people along their road the accommodation asked for. We are not making 
complaint of east bound trains, but those going west. Now, note what Mr. Levey 
says with reference to trains going west that stop here- No. 91 is freight (local) 
which we hardly think you will hold as ample passenger accommodation. Barring 
No. 91, we have no passenger accomodation until 2 35 p. m. , and then only as far 
west as to Creston. Levey says we should take 91 to Albia and there take No. 3 
on westward. Well, we knew the company thought so and that they were able 
to at all times tell how we and others should do so as to just let them do as they 
please . Suppose you were here wanting to go west and had baggage to take , 
would you regard the train No. 91 as good enough accommodation, and then 
perhaps get to Albia too late for No. 3. I don't think it has been claimed that No. 
91 is in the habit of being late at Chillicothe as Mr. Levey says, but late at Albia 
for No. 3*s time. 

Mr. Levey, in his closing remark, says: They are sorry not to be able to 
grant our request. I don't think that he nor his company have the deciding of 
this matter now, it has passed from them to the Commissioners. 

* *By way of review I desire to have you look at the train service as shown by 
Levey's letter of March 17th, a copy of which you sent me. West bound. No. 91, 
6:45 .\. M., way freight. No. 9, 2:35 p. m., passenger (connection for west at 
Creston only.) No. 11, 11:17 p. m., flag, CChillicothe not night station.) I 
hardly think this a good showing for the railroad company, really one passenger 
train a day and that only as far as Creston . 

* 'In conclusion will just add that no resistance can cause this community to 
think that we should not have substantially the relief for which we have petitioned . 
If, however, it may appear to the Commission that No. 3 should onlj^ stop here 
when flagged, or when passengers may be on board train destined for this place, 
it, in all probability, would satisfy this people just as well as to compel them to 
stop No. 3 regularly. 

Trust that you may see fit to come to Chillicothe and m^ke personal exam- 
examination of all the surroundings connected with this matter." 

Subsequent to the receipt of this letter a member of the board conferred with 
the officials of the company who stated that they would endeavor to arrange the 
train service to the reasonable satisfaction of the needs of the people of Chillicothe. 
Nothing further was heard from the matter for sometime and on January 30, 1900, 
Mr. Berry was asked if the service was now satisfactory. He replied stating that 
the service at that point was no better than when they had filed their petition. 
The Commissioners thereupon called the attention of Superintendent O. E. Stewart 
to Mr. Berry's statements and he replied to the same on February 24, as follows: 

* *I have received your letter of February 21st, relating to the complaint that was 
made to your Board in February 1899, concerning train service at Chillicothe. In 
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reply to your question , will say that so far as the time-table stops are concerned , 
we have made no change since the complaint was made. 

The complaint as I understand it, was of inadequate service on west bound 
business. The following west bound trains stop at Chillicothe at the following 
times: Train No. 91, way freight that carries passengers, stops at Chillicothe at 
7 a. m. This train will accommodate any local west bound business between 
Chillicothe and Albia, and will also take any passengers that may want to go west 
of Albia to any point, to Albia, where they can get on our train No. 3. The next 
train west that stops at Chillicothe, is No. 9 at 2:35 p.m. This is a passenger 
train that makes all the stops, and arrives at Creston at 7:30 p. m. The next 
train that stops at Chillicothe on flag is No. 11 passenger arriving at Chillicothe at 
11:15 p. m , arriving at Creston at 3:30 a.m., from thence west on train No. 5 to 
Otnaha. 

"Chillicothe as you doubtless know is in Wapello, the same county as Ottumwa, 
and the great bulk of the intercourse both business and social, is with Ottumwa 
less than eight miles distant. There is not now and I believe there never has been 
any complaint of their facillities for getting to Ottumwa and back to Chillicothe. 
The whole reason for the complaint, has been that our train No. 3 did not make 
the stop at Chillicothe. This train as you can readily see by reference to our time 
table, is a through fast train from Chicago to Denver, making but few stops. 
This train running at very convenient hour for travel in the eastern part of the 
state we have already put in as many regular stops as the service will bear, and in 
fact more than we really ought to. We put in a stop at New London, quite an 
important place, so that people could get to Mt. Pleasant, their county seat, early 
in the day, we also put in stops at Batavia, and Agency, two stations east of 
Ottumwa, both of them are tributary to Ottumwa, so that these people 
could get to their county seat and trading point early in the day. We 
also put in stops at Melrose and Russell, two important towns east of 
Chariton, so that these people could get to their county seat and trading 
point early in the day. You can see that we have done everything possi- 
ble and stretched the limit of stops on this train as far as it is possible to do so. 

"Chillicothe is a town of not nearly so much importance as these I have men- 
tioned at which we make stops, and being tributary to Ottumwa, instead of a west 
bound county seat, we think it entirely out of reason to be called upon to stop our 
fast train at that point. When the complaint to which you refer was first received 
I went to Chillicothe and talked with Mr. Berry and others. I told them that when 
they had passengers going to points beyond Creston that we would give a special 
order to have the train stopped on that occasion. I explained to them fully why it 
was not practicable to stop this train regularly at their station and asked them to 
think the matter over and let me know later if my proposition would be satisfactory. 
Later on, information from our agent and from talking with one of their citizens, 
Mr. Ed Nye, I understood that this proposition would be acceptable to the people 
as the best thing they could get under the circumstances, so I began giving special 
orders for this train to stop on such occasions. 

"I feel that we have gone out of our way and really done more than we were 
justified in doing in order to quiet this complaint, and thought that we had suc- 
ceeded in doing so, until we received yours of Feb. 21st.*' 

The commissioners sent a copy of Mr. Stewart's letter to the petitioners accom- 
panied by a letter in substance as follows, which may be considered as closing the 
case: 
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' ' The commissioners have examined this matter quite thoroughly and believe 
that Chiilicothe is accorded all the train service it can reasonably require under all 
circumstances. 

* * The board has not felt that it should interfere with the running and manage- 
ment of through trains when reasonable and adequate service was given the smaller 
towns of the state. It is a serious question whether the board would have any 
legal right to interfere with the running and management of through trains engaged 
in interstate traffic." 

Des Moines, Iowa, Dec. 1, 1900. 



No. 2202—1900. 
L. W. HoBBB, Hampton, Iowa, 

vs. 



r 



Inquiry concerning right to use of 
railroad track by bicycle. 



On February 9, 1900, Mr. L. W. Hobbe sent a circular describing a bicycle to 
be used on railroad tracks and he asked the board if there was any law which 
would prohibit a person from using the railroad track for a bicycle roadway. In 
answer to the above the opinion was expressed that without the permission of the 
railroad company a person using a bicycle upon the right-of-way or track of such 
company, would be a tresspasser and would have no legal right or authority to 
use the railway for such purposes. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 28, 1900. 



No. 2203—1900. 

HoLLiSTKR Lumber Co., Manchester, ^ 
Iowa, ] 

vs. \ Over-charge. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. J 

Complaint filed February 16, 1898. 

Perhaps the complaint in this case may be best understood by quoting in ful^ 
the letter of the HoUister Lumber Company which here follows: 

Manchbstbr, Iowa, Feb. is, 189S. 
Railroad Commissioners Des Moines, lon'a. 

Gentlemen— Enclosed please find two friegrht bills for soft coal that Is an overcharge by the I. C. 
R. R. Co. and we are unable to make them correct. Freight bill No. i is for 40,800 lbs. of coal from 
Dubuque to us at Winthrop, Iowa. The I. C. R. R. hauled same from Dubuque to Wmihrop, a dis- 
tance of sixty-one miles, and. according to the distance tariff, it should have been 78 cents for sixty- 
five miles and they have cbarKed us I1.06, a difference of 28 cents per ton. On freight bill No. 2, 
within a day or so after, for a car from Dubuque to this place, a distance of forty-seven miles, the rate 
should be 66 cents and they have charged us Si. 00, a difference of 34 cents a ton, which they also refuse 
to correct. Now, we are peculiarly situated here, and have to ship over the I. C. R. R. The reason 
we have shipped this coal to DuDuque over other lines is because the other roads deliver cheaper. 
Thorpe, a station four and one-half miles north of here, on the C. , G. W. R. R. , has this same coal 
delivered for 60 cents less per ton. The trouble is that our railroad company wish us to buy Illinois coal, 
which is on their line, and to not use as much foreign coal, or, in other words, Indiana block coal, 
which we use mostly. If you can do anything for us please do so or else return freight bills to us with 

instructions what to do. Vours truly, 

HOLLISTER LUMBER CO. 

By a. Hollister 
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Other communications were received from Mr. Hollister concerning the same 
conditions. 

The railroad company made answer substantially as follows: 

' ' I have looked into this matter and find that the shipments referred to came to 
us at Dubuque from the Chicago Great Western railway as through consignments, 
having originated at Coal Bluff and Brazill, Indiana. As the shipments were 
interstate traffic this company, in accordance with its rules, charged the class "D" 
rate of the Iowa distance tariff, the figures given in the complaint of the Hollister 
Lumber Company being correct. Mr. W. S. Benson, our commercial agent at 
Dubuque, has talked the matter over with Mr. Hollister and explained it to him 
fully. '» 

The board made some attempts to have a conference with the complainants and 
representatives of the railroad company in this case at Dubuque but seemed unable 
to find a time suitable. Mr. HoUister, the complainant, finally asked that his 
papers be returned to him . This was done accompanied by a letter from the com- 
missioners in which they said: 

"The commissioners regret that they were unable to obtain the relief you wanted, 
but the courts have held in no mistaken terms that the state has no authority 
over shipments originating in one state and ending in another, in the matter of 
rates, no matter if the commodity is rebilled in transit; that the rebilling does not 
change the character of the shipments.'* 

Des Moines, Iowa, Decembers, 1900. 



No. 2204—1900. 

Johnson Bros. & Co., Cornelia, 1 

I 

^^- [ Petition for depot. 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge Railroad Com- | 

PANY. J 

Complaint filed February 17, 1900. 

The petitioners in this case stated that they had petitioned the above named 
railway company for a depot which had been answered later unfavorably and the 
parties now requested the board to assist them in obtaining the facilities which 
they felt the business of the station demanded and to which they were reasonably 
entitled. 

The commissioners took the matter up with the railway company at once and 
were assured by Mr. O. B. Grant, the superintendent thereof, that he would give 
the matter his very prompt attention. On March 21, Mr. Grant wrote the board 
that he had made satisfactory arrangements with the petitioners at Cornelia. The 
commissioners wrote the complainants that unless they were heard from it would 
be regarded that their case had been adjusted. Not having heard anything further 
from the petitioners the case was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2205—1900. 
Corby Coal Company, Lehigh, Iowa, 



vs. 



Illinois Central Railroad Company. 



Failure to furnish cars for coal ship- 
ments. 



Complaint filed February 21, 1900. 

The coal mines of the complaining company are situated on the line of the 
Crooked Creek Railroad Company, which line connects with the Illinois Cen- 
tral railroad at Webster City. The complainant stated that the Illinois Central 
had failed to furnish any of their cars to be used by their mine in shipping coal to 
points along the line of the Illinois Central railroad. 

As usual in such cases , the board took the matter up with the company and it 
was found that there was a great shortage of cars on the line of the Illinois Cen- 
tral, but the promise was made that as soon as the conditions would permit they 
would be glad to supply the complainant with cars. 

Dcs Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2206-1900. 
S. Haynes, Cummings, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Great Western Railway Co. . 



Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed February 22, 1900. 

On February 22, 1900, Mr. S. Haynes, of Cummings, Iowa, called at the office 
of the board and made statement substantially as follows: 

' 'I own a farm on Sec. 17, R. 27, Linn Tp., Warren county, consisting of 160 
acres, through which runs the line of the Chicago, Great Western Railway Com- 
pany, cutting off the hay land and pasture, consisting of about seventy-five acres 
on the west side of the right of way from the portion of the farm on the east which 
contains my buildings, water for stock, etc. 

"When the right of way was deeded to the railway company in 1886 it was 
expressly agreed that I should have an under passage way for stock, etc. , which 
crossing has since been maintained . 

"Now, I understand that the trestle is to be removed and replaced by a stone 
culvert 5x6 feet, and rock has already been unloaded for that purpose. This 
would be insufficient, not only to properly carry off water at some seasons of the 
year, but when there was water going through, it could not be used for stock, and 
at no time will it be large enough to admit of driving through or permitting the 
passage of horses. 

' ' I alwayg have considerable stock in my pasture and every night and morning 
it must go to the east side of the right of way for water. 

**I protest against being deprived of my under crossing and ask that the culvert 
be made of sufficient size to accommodate my stock, permit of driving through, 
carry off the water, etc." 

The matter was taken up with the railway company and the board suggested 
that inasmuch as a culvert at this point was necessar}*^ it might not be a hardship 
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npon the railway company to make it a little larger than absolutely necessary, in 
order to provide Mr. Haynes with a new crossing. Replying thereto Mr. J. Ber- 
lingett, superintendent, wrote the commissioners on April 21st, stating that the 
company would make a larger culvert than had been at first contemplated, and 
the proposed culvert now being satisfactory to the complainant, the case was 
closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2207-1900. 

In the matter of better station building at Carbon Junction on the Mason City & 
Fort Dodge railroad. 

On February 26, 1900, the Commissioners, from personal observation, wrote 
Mr. O. B. Grant, superintendent of the M. C. & Ft. Dodge railway company, 
calling his attention to the condition of the station building at that point and sug- 
gested that better accommodations be furnished passengers. On February 27, 
Mr. Grant wrote the Board that negotiations were in progress looking toward the 
installation of an interlocking system at the crossing of this road and the Illinois 
Central at Carbon Junction^ and jvhen that was arranged for he presumed a new 
building to be used as a tower and waiting room would be built. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2208—1900. 
C. A. HoBART, Defiance, Iowa 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



' Failure to deliver cars. 



Complaint filed February 27, 1900. 

In this case the complainant wrote the Board that a car of coal consigned to 
him on the 20th of February, was still somewhere on the road, stating also, that 
the delay was costing him a good deal of trouble. The Commissioners took the 
matter up personally with the representatives of the company at Des Moines and 
on March 1, they received notice from Mr. Hobart that he had received the car. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 30, 1900. 



No 2209—1900. 
J. C. Onan, Lohrville,Iowa, 



vs. 



Chicago, Millwaukbb &St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Discrimination in use of stockyards. 



Complaint filed March 3, 1900. 

This was a complaint that other parties were granted privileges at the stock- 
yards which he could not obtain and desired the assistance of the Board in havin 
it remedied. 
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The case was taken up with the railway company and an investig^ation made 
concerning the truthfulness of the complaint and from the papers filed by the 
railway campany it appeared that Mr. Onan, upon the occasion complained of by 
him f only had two hogs in the yards with no immediate prospects of getting any 
more; that he insisted on having one-half of the yards while his competitor, who 
had two car loads of hogs ready for shipment, should only have the other half of 
the yards; that later Mr. Onan sold His two hogs to local parties and was not now 
pretending to do any business in that line. A copy of the correspondence filed by 
the railway company in the case, was sent to the complainant, and as nothing 
further has been heard from him the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1900. 



No. 2210—1900. 

H. C. Wetter, Supervisor, Calhoun 
County, Muddy, Iowa, 



vs. 
GowRiB & Northwestern Railway Com- 



Improper construction of highway 
crossing. 



PANV. 

Complaint filed March 5. 1900. 

decision of commissioners. 

On date named the board received the following communication from Mr. H. 
C. Wetter, supervisor district No. 4, Calhoun county, Iowa. 

' ' We are having trouble with the Rock Island Railway company in regard Iq 
highway crossing; the way they are leaving the crossing is dangerous and at hig-q 
water impassable; the under crossing is in an angle and the bridge too low; when 
the highway is graded up high enough, so the high water will not overflow, there 
will be only about seven feet in the clear under the bridge. 

'' The company refuses to make a change. Said crossing is located between 
sections 2 and 3, township 87, range 31 west of 5th p. m. , Calhoun county, Iowa, 
about a half mile northwest of Somers. 

* • We respectfully request that the commissioners would examine and investi- 
gate the crossing and compel the railway company to give us a better crossing. " 

The complaint was taken up at once with the Gowrie & Northwestern Railway 
company and on March 17th the company, by its attorney, Mr. Carroll Wright, 
filed the following answer with the board: 

Coinplcint of H. C. Wetter in reference to hii^hvay crossinj^ between sectioos two (2) and three (3), 
township 87, ranf^e 31, Calhoun county, Iowa. 

ANSWER OF THE GOWRIB * NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

To the Board of Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines, Iowa : 

The papers in connection with the above complaint have been referred to me, and I beg to state 
the situation according to the information furnished me. 

At the time of the construction of the road at this highway crossing, we raised our grade two feet 
above the elevation given in the original profile and provided for by the first survey in order to furnish 
an under crossing if possible. By thus raising the grade of our track, we gave a clear head room 
above the hi:;bwa7 of ten and one-half feet. We accepted the grade of the present highway as satis- 
factory, inasmuch as we were advised that it had never been overflowed since it had been brought to 
its present elevation. The waterway under the bridge to be constructed at this point is as large, if 
not larger, than the opening through the highway a thousand feet below. This crossing was consid- 
ered in connection with the other crossing concerning which complaint has been made and which is 
now pending before the board 
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During the progress of the work our engineer in charge thereof was advised that Supervisor Kent, 
who had jurisdiction of the crossing last mentioned, and Supervisor Wetter, who had charge of the 
one here involved, were not satisfied with the arrangement at this point. Mr. Dey, the engineer, 
met both of these gentlemen on the ground a few days later. The entire arrangement was explained 
to them. Subsequently, Mr. Dey met the board of supervisors of Calhoun count v. He advised them 
that the roai would do either of two things; go on with the work as started, or lower the grade and 
furnish a grade crossing. The entire matter was discussed with the board of supervisors while they 
were present at these crossings and the proposed under crossing seemed entirely satisfactory to 
all members thereof. Since that time, and relying upon this arrangement, the railway company has 
caused piling to be driven at the crossing involved in this complaint at a considerable • xpense. It is 
impossible to furnish at this crossing any other under crossing or way than the one now provided for 
If this is not sotisfactory, we will arrange to construct a grade crossing at that point. This will 
involve considerable expense to us and we will thereby lose the amount already expended in the work 
at this crossing, but if a grade crossing will accommodate the people better than the present under 
crossing as arranged, we will construct a grade crossing. We join with the complainant in the request 
that the commissioners examine the crossing. 

The information contained m this answer is derived from M. H. Dey, the engineer In charge, who 
is wholly 'amiliar with all of the conferences in reference to this matter, and also fully advised in 
reference to what has been done by the railway company. 

In sending the above answer tc the complainant, among other things the com- 
missioners said: 

' ' The board has always encouraged overhead and undergrade highway cross- 
ing's over railroads wherever it has been possible to construct them, and have sug- 
guested in many cases that both the county authorities and the railway companies 
make some concessions in order to bring about this desired result. This the com- 
missioners have done perhaps without direct warrant in law, as the statute seems 
to make no provision for the construction of overhead or undergrade crossings, 
where an adequate grade crossing can be constructed." 

Following the considerable correspondence that passed between the board and 
parties to this case, the commissioners on June 29th, visited the premises in ques- 
tion, and found that the railway company had made provision for the highway 
passing under the track; there were two openings sixteen. feet wide in the clear, 
one opening being ten and one-half feet high, ^nd the other eleven feet high in the 
clear. While the commissioners do not wish to be understood as generally approv- 
ing of openings for highway crossings only eleven feet high in the clear, yet in 
this case, the conditions were such that a greater opening could not well be pro- 
vided. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 22, 1900. 



No. 2111—1900. 
Geo. D. Walker, Teeds Grove, Iowa, 



vs. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Blocking street crossing by standing 



trains. 



Complaint filed March 9, 1900. . 

This complaint was filed by Hon. J. L. Wilson, state senator from the twenty- 
second district, which was substantially as follows: That the highway crossing of 
the C. M. & St. Paul railway at the depot at Teeds Grove was blocked about two- 
thirds of the time; that the complainant must use this crossing about ten times per 
^reek and many times he has had to wait from thirty minutes to one and a half 
hours before the crossing would be opened by the train men. The complainant 
12 
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cited one instance where a lady was summoned to the death bed of her father in 
Illinois but arriving at this crossing it was blocked and on waiting thirty-five 
minutes the passenger train came and went and she had to take a freight train 
that afternoon arriving too late to see her father alive. Another instance was as 
follows: A gentleman was subpoenaed to appear at Maquoketa sometime ago, 
but not being able to get to the depot on account of this crossing being blocked, 
missed the train and the court issued a bench warrant and attached him for con- 
tempt of court, all explanations to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The complaint was immediately taken- up with the railway company and the 
Board suggested that the company should take some action at once to remove 
cause for complaint. It seems this was done, as a letter received from the com- 
plainant on March 16th, stated that conditions were much improved. On April 
5th the Commissioners received a letter from Mr. H. R. Williams, general manager 
of the C. M. & St. Paul railway company, in which he stated: 

' * Investigation discloses that some of our trains have been blocking the crossing 
in question an unreasonable length of time. Instructions have, however, been 
issued to conductors to open this crossing when trains are to be there more than 
five minutes, and such steps have been taken as will result in these instructions 
being carried out. I think there will be no further cause for complaint.'' 

No further complaint having been received concerning this matter the case was 
closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2212—1900. 
R. A. Lyons, Elmork, Minnesota, 

vs. 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
Company. 



Highway crossing. 



Complaint filed March 14, 1900. 

This was a complaint from the township trustees stating that the railway refused 
to open a public highway crossing in Kossuth county between sections 27 and 34, 
over their right of way unless the township would pay the entire cost of such 
crossing. 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company and in a letter dated 
April 16, 1900, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager, said: 

*'The position of the railway company, from the commencement, has been an 
entire willingness to permit this highway crossing if the authorities would simply 
bear the expense of constructing it. It seems entirely reasonable that if we are 
willing to give them the use of our land and allow the crossing, they should be 
agreeable to paying the expense of putting it in." 

The board requested Mr. Lyons to advise whether the highway had been 
established over or across the railway company's right of way or only up to 
and adjoining the right of way on either side. He was also advised that the rail- 
way company, under the law, should be given the same notice in the establishing^ 
of a new highway as was given other property owners. The board also referred 
him to sections of the Code bearing upon this question. 
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Replying to the foregoing Mr. Lyons advised the board that there appeared to 
be no record of personal service on the railway company in the establishing. of the 
highway. Thereupon the board addressed the complainant as follows: 

' ' Section 1495 of the Code provides that after certain steps are taken with ref- 
erence to the establishment of a new highway, 'notice shall be served on each 
owner of land lying in the proposed road, or abutting thereon, as shown by the 
transfer books in the auditor's office, who resides in the county, in the manner 
provided for the service of original notices. If the owner of the land as thus 
shown does not reside in the county, similar notice shall be served upon any person 
who is in the actual occupancy of such land. In any case, notice shall be pub- 
lished for four weeks in some newspaper printed in the county. ' The section then 
provides for form of notice. 

*'In the case of the Chicago, Rock Island dc Pacific Railway Company vs. 
Ellithorpe, Iowa Report No. 78, page 415, the supreme court of this state holds 
that 'A domestic corporation owning and operating a railway is in notorious occu- 
pation of its right of way and is entitled to notice, being deemed a resident of the 
county through which its line runs. This is true although its ownership of its 
right of way does not appear on the transfer books.' 

* *In the case of the State vs. Iowa Central, 91 Iowa, page 276, the court holds 
that inasmuch as the notice published in this case did not contain the names of 
Kirtland and Rockwell as owners of the land, though they so appeared on the 
transfer books, nor was any notice served opon the actual occupier of the land, 
the Central Railroad company of Iowa, 'We are of the opinion that the highway was 
not legally established across the defendant's right of way; therefore, the defendant 
is not under obligation to construct a crossing, as asked by plaintifif.' 

**This board has set forth its position very clearly in the cases of Board of 
Supervisors of Page County vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, published in its 
report for 1893 (page 262) and 1894 (page 172] relative to its authority in the matter 
of establishing highway crossings over the right of way of railway companies. 
These reporrts are sent you by express. 

' ' If such notice has been given the railway company in this case as would bring 
it within the decisions of the court, upon the filing by you of proper evidence » 
showing such notice, the commissioners will gladly take the matter up with the 
railway company for final adjustment." 

On June 30, 1900, the complainant advised the board that the railway company 
and the township trustees had agreed upon a settlement of the controversy and the 
case is therefore closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2215—1900. 
C. B. Rbinhart, Parnhamvillb, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway Com- 
pany. 



Discrimination in furnishing cars. 



Complaint filed March 19, 1900. 

The complaint statcfd that the complainant, who was a *' track buyer" and 
shipper of grain at Farnham ville , Iowa, had been discriminated against by the 
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C. & N. W. railway company, in the matter of distribution of cars, giving^ the 
preference to elevators and other shippers at that point; that by reason of such 
discrimination he had been greatly damaged . 

The case was at once brought to the attention af the railway company and on 
April Sth, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager, wrote the Board as follows: 

"I beg to assure your honorable commission that there is no intention on the 
part of the railway company to discriminate in this matter. The elevator com- 
panies anticipated their demands for cars in advance of Mr. Reinhart and the ap- 
plications were entered in the order received, as our books will unquestionably 
show, and empties were furnished as far as possible to comply therewith. There 
was a very unusual movement of grain about the period of this complaint, bu^ 
since that time the situation has eased and I think that you will find that everybody 
along our line, the complainant included, has had his wants fully satisfied." 

The complainant was furnished a copy of Mr. Gardner's letter and October 17th, 
Messrs. Botsford, Healy & Healy, of Fort Dodge, attorneys for complainant, 
requested that the case be dismissed without prejudice. It was done. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2216— 1900. 
S. E. Whitzell, Gowrie, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Company. 



Refund for fare paid. 



Complaint filed March 20, 1900. 

In this case the complainant stated that he accompanied a car of hogs into 
Chicago, and did not get in that city until 5:00 o'clock in the evening; that he had 
a stock contract, and, if he had gone down to the stock yards to have it signed, he 
could not have started home until the next day; that the agent of the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company in Chicago told him to pay his fare, take 
a receipt for the same, and send it with stock contract to the company's headquar- 
ters and his fare would be remitted. He did as suggested by the agent and was 
informed in order for a contract to be good a man must ride with the car. 

Complaint was taken up with the railroad company and on April 4, 1900, Mr. 
J. M. Johnson, third vice-president, wrote the board as follows: 

'•Replying to your favor of March 21. to Mr. H. A. Parker, which has been 
referred to the undersigned, and returning enclosures which accompanied same, I 
attach hereto a copy of our rules governing the return of men in charge of live 
stock from which y^m will see that one man is passed free each way in charge of 
two or more cars of live stock (hogs are included in the term of live stock) . We 
do not pass men with only one car of live stock • 

** You will observe from the attached live stock contract that Mr. Weitzell shipped 
but one car of hogs from Gowrie to the Union Stock Yards, Chicago, on January 
31 , so that he was not entitled to either transportation from Gowrie to Chicago or 
Chicago to Gowrie, 

*'With regard to Mr. Weitzell's statements that the Chicago agent of this com- 
pany told him to pay fare, take receipt, and same would be refunded, doubtless, 
if this was done at all, it was as a general proposition; that is, some employe in 
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our depot probably told him that if he was entitled to free transportation and he 
paid his fare, taking receipt for same, refund would be made. Of course, this is 
so, but inasmuch as he was not entitled to free transportation in the first place, he 
certainly is entitled to no refund . * * 

The commissioners did not assums any authority in this matter, and the rail- 
road company having declined to make any refund, papers were returned' to the 
complainant and he was advised that the board could afford him no relief. 

Des Moines, Iowa, Nov. 23, 1900. 



No. 2217—1900. 
H. Brownbll, Kbokuk, Iowa, 



vs. 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Company. 



' /Refusal to send cars off own line. 



Complaint filed March 21, 1900. 

In this case the complainant stated that he had three cars of timothy seed 
shipped from Bentonsport by the C. R. I. & P. Railway company, and that both 
thd lines of the C. R. I. & P. Railway company, and the Wabash Railroad 
company joined at Keokuk; that the C. ,R. I. &P. Railway company absolutely re- 
fused to transfer their cars or to allow the Wabash engine on their track to obtain same; 
that he was compelled to hire teams to make the transfer and he desired refund of 
the money paid for such transfer. 

Some further correspondence ensued between the complainant and the Com- 
missioners and on April 25, 1900, the Board wrote Mr. Brownell as follows: 

' 'The Board regrets that, under the circumstances, it is of the opinion that it 
is without power to compel the company to return the amount paid, or compensate 
you for the transfer made at Keokuk. You are informed, however, that if 
this course is pursued by this company or any other company, and the attention 
of the Board is called thereto, it will take the matter up and ascertain, if possible, 
the legal right of both shipper and railroad company.*' 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 26, 1900. 



No. 2218—1900. 
Otto A. Wahl, Churdan, Iowa, 



vs. 



. Loss of goods in transit. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Complaint filed March 22, 1900. 

This was a claim for the loss of a bale of cotton batting from Chicago in 
December and which he had not received. 

Upon request of the Commissioners Mr. R. M. Calkins, Assistant General 
Freight Agent of the C. M. & St. Paul Railroad company, promised to investi- 
gate the matter thoroughly which he did, filing with the Commissioners the corres- 
pondence passing between himself and his agents. By these papers it was disclosed 
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that the railway company held a receipt from the drayman who held the goods for 
Mr. Wahl for the box in question and the railway therefor disclaimed any 
responsibility. 

In closing this case the Board stated to Mr. Wahl that: 

' 'As the company apparently declines to make any adjustment with you through 
this office, your proper remedy for recovery is by suit in court, this Board having 
no authority to render judgement for money damages.'' 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2219—1900. 
Citizens of Oak Grove, 

vs. • Train service, 

Iowa Central Railway Company. 
Complaint filed March 25, 1898. 

The citizens of Oak Grove complained that the Iowa Central Railway company 
had discontinued train service at that point and that they would like the same 
restored at least so far as having one train a day. The complaint was forwarded 
to the railway company and in answer thereto the general manager, Mr. L. M. 
Martin, on April 28, said: 

' ' In reply to this petition , I would beg to state as follows: The population of 
Oak Grove is composed of one family . In this family's dwelling there is located 
the postoffice and a small country store. The building is situated on the side of a 
hill. Our track at this point emerges from a deep cut and forms a heavy curve. 
The grade is about 70 feet to the mile on this hill (known to the trainmen as 
school-house hill). This part of our line is ordinarily the busiest portion of it. 
Trains are frequently following one another out of Grinnell as closely as the rules 
will allow. To stop even a two car train at that point, without special arrange- 
ments for protection — which are not warranted by the business — is a more or less 
risky proceeding, in view of trains which may be following. There is practically 
no freight business at that point except what small quantities of merchandise that 
are bought by thQ one store-keeper. 

' 'North of Oak Grove, and at a distance of about a mile, on the level prairie, 
at a crossing of public highways, this Company has a side track and stock yards. 
This side track is of especial advantage to farmers desiring to ship their live stock 
without driving to Grinnell, a distance of some four miles. It is entirely feasible 
to stop trains, both freight and passenger, at this point for business, and its 
distance from Grinnell and Searsboro would make such stops, provided any busi- 
ness existed, not at all unreasonable. 

* *The stopping of all trains at Oak Grove was discontinued on Time Table No . 31 , 
of December 19, 1897, after fully advising and consulting with Mr. J. H. Friend, 
at that time postmaster and store-keeper, at Oak Grove. Mr. Friend was fully- 
advised that there was an element of risk in stopping trains at a point which was 
not warranted by the business offered, and in view of the fact, that the nucleus of 
a station in the way of a side track and stock yards existed at the road crossing a 
mile north , this company would , if he saw fit to remove his building to that point 
allow him to erect building on our right of way, and attach to it a suitable platform. 
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appoint him Agent, that he might handle grain and live stock in connection with 
his store, which would be located in a much more favorable place, and at a 
distance of only one mile from his present location in the brush. Mr. Friend 
admitted that the plan was a good one, but owing to territorial disagreement 
among the farmers in the vicinity, he did not believe he could retain his business 
if he went even a mile from his present location. This, as you know, is no argu- 
ment whatever, as there is no reason why farmers ought not to be willing to haul 
their grain and drive their stock to a well located stock yards and station, and at 
a crossing of country roads, instead of trying to handle them at an out of the way 
place on a hill side. 

'*! enclose you blue print of profile of the line for some distance on either side of 
Oak Grove postoffice, which will plainly exhibit its physical difficulties. 

* 'With this information before the Board, I do not believe your honorable body 
will compel us to stop our trains at this Inconvenient and dangerous spot." 

A copy of the foregoing was furnished the complainants and considerable cor- 
respondence followed without materially changing the facts as stated iQ Mr. 
Martin's letter, and in view of the same the board did not believe an order requir- 
ing the stopping of trains at this point would be a reasonable one^or ohe that could 
be sustained by the board should the same come before the courts of the state. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1 1900. 



No. 2220—1900. 
A. G. Cooper, Ottosen, Iowa, 

vs. 

Burlington, Cbdar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 



Overcharge. 



Complaint filed March 28, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

' * I wish to call your#attention to a shipment of stock which I made from here 
March 5, 1900. I ordered three cars, one large special stock for cattle and two 
small cars for hogs; the company set in three small cars which the agent informed 
me was the best he could do and that these cars could be loaded with cattle and 
hogs mixed at a minimum weight of 19,000 pounds, and instructed me to load' at 
that weight. I did so and they were billed out accordingly; those cars were too 
small to load all the cattle in, necessitating loading some cattle in each car. I was 
charged for a minimum weight of 20,500 pounds per car, and I put in claim for 
$6.25, the difference between the actual weight 38,320 and 41,000. The claim was 
refused. I wish to know whether or not under such circumstances if I have a 
right to recover. I have shipped mixed loads before and have only been charged 
for 19,000 pounds on the same road. The number of cars 2042 and 2030 
B. , C R. & N., and shipped from Ottosen to Cedar Rapids, Iowa, over the B., 
C. R. & N. from Cedar Rapids to Chicago via C. & N. W.*' 

The case was taken up with the railway compfcny and after some correspond- 
ence had passed between the board and the company, Mr. W. P. Brady, general 
agent, advised the board on March 19, that overcharge had been refunded to 
Mr. Cooper. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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' Under-grade farm crossing. 



No. 2221—1900. 
B. F. Brubaker, Orillia, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago Great Western Railway Company. _ 
Complaint filed April 2. 1900. 

Mr. Brubaker stated in his complaint that the C. G. W. Railway Company has 
constructed a track through his farm on a road bed fourteen feet higher than the 
natural surface of the ground and that he desired an under-grade crossing for his 
stock. He further stated that the wooden culverts were about rotted out and 
when they should be replaced he thought provision ought to be made for his 
crossing. 

The complaint was sent the railway company and Mr. S. C. Stickney, general 
manager, made answer thereto as per the following: 

"In reply to your letter of April 2nd, enclosing copy of communication from 
B. F. Brubaker of Orillia, I have to say that our profile shows fills varying from 
nothing to about ten or twelve feet in height across Mr. Brubaker*s farm. There 
are three timber culverts, none of which require renewal this year. There are two 
farm crossings at grade and a highway along the side of his land across the track. 

' 'When it comes time to rebuild these culverts we shall probably rebuild them 
of stone and if Mr. Brubaker then wishes to pay for the additional cost of making 
one of them large enough to drive through we would, of course be willing to 
accommodate him. The cost would be from $175.00 to $200.00, probably. 

"There has been no deception in any of the negotiations with Mr. Brubaker and 
there has been no change whatever in the road bed except that the embankments 
have been widened from time to time and the track has been raised with ballast." 

At a later date Mr. Stickney wrote the board as follows: 

* ' In view of the fact that the renewal of this crossing will not come up for a 
year or two we would like to have a little further time to look into the matter. Our 
engineering department is especially busy at this time of the year and if you will 
ask Mr. Brubaker to wait a little while I think we can malce a proposition to him, 
either direct or through your board, which will be to our mutual advantage." 

As the plan suggested by Mr. Stickney seemed to be satisfactory to Mr. Bru- 
baker the case is, for the present, closed upon the records. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2222—1900. 
J. H. Miller, Foster, Iowa, 

VS. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed April 5, 1898. 

Under date of April 4th Mr. W. S. Miller, writing for his father, Mr. J. H. 
Miller, addressed this board as follows; 
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Foster, Iowa, Aprii4. 1898. 
Hon. Railroad Commissioners, Dos Moines. Iowa: 

Gentlemen. —If I have been rightly informed yoo* have jurisdiction over the question under dis- 
pute between J. H. Miller, a farmer of Monroe county, Iowa, and the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railroad company. The enclosed diagram will assist you in the matter. 

The farm of J. H. Miller Is one-quarter mile south of the public highway and the only means of 
egress is over the land of another party, leaving him at the mercy of his neighbor Now, the railroad 
company refuse to give a crossing, although J. H. Miller has bought a strip of land from his place to 
the public road (25) twenty-five feet wide in the only available place for a road and has it fenced with a 
good and lawful fence. The objection the railroad company make is that place is a dangerous situa- 
tion. Now, J. H. Miller contends that the situntion is safe, as a person can see from one-quarter to 
•«ne-ba]f mile either way, as there is nothing to obstruct the view. 

The crossing will have to be cut down about seven feet, but that will not interfere with the view, 

owing to the height of the ground outside the right of-way. J. H. Miller agrees to do the^grading if 

the railroad company will put in cattle guards, making it an open crossing. If you will give this your 

earliest attention it will be a great favor to me, as now I have to pay all damage done by crossing the 

land owned by another party. Enclosed last communication from railroad company. Having done 

the Ea siness with the railroad company for my father, J. H. Miller. I will close the same for him. 

I an, gentlemen, very respectfully, 

W. S. Miller. 

At a later date Mr. Miller sent a plat of the ground and the complaint was 
taken up with the railway company. 

On April 16, 1896, Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager of the railway com- 
pany, stated that: 

"Upon investigation, I find that Mr. Miller does not ask for a private or farm 
crossing, but for a public highway crossing, which would be midway between the 
public roads now open, which are about a half a mile apart. At the point he 
desires the crossing the grade is heavy; the banks are from six to seven feet high. 
There appears to be no necessity for a public highway at this point, as there are 
public highways one-quarter of a mile each side of it. We must, therefore, 
decline to g^ant the request.'* 

The case was the subject of considerable correspondence and finally on Janu- 
ary 22, 1898, after due notice had been given, the commissioners personally 
inspected the premises and heard such statements as either party desired to make. 
The commissioners found the conditions practically as represented by the com- 
plainant; that Mr. Miller had no way of reaching the highway from his farm except 
by going on some other man's land or else by way of the twenty-five-foot strip 
mentioned which he had purchased , and which in order to be used must be opened 
across the railway rightofway and track. 

While there were some features that were objectionable to the opening of this 
railway as suggested by Mr. Miller, yet the commissioners felt that that was the 
best thing to do for all concerned and so recommended to the railway company. 
Propositions and counter propositions passed between the complainant and the rail- 
way company until finally the agreement was reached that the company should 
open the roadway, and place gates of proper construction, and the case was closed 
upon the records of the board. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 28, 1900. 
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No. 2223—1900. 
W. S. Brown, Manson, Iowa, 

vs. 



1 

I 



■ Overcharge. 



Illinois Central Railroad Company. . 
Complaint filed April 5, 1899. 

This was a complaint concerning an overcharge on several cars of stone, etc^ 
Before the board did anything in the matter it was advised that the Illinois Cen* 
tral Railroad Company had made adjustment satisfactory to the complainant . 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 



No. 2224—1900. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company, in matter of petition for per- 
mission to condemn additional depot grounds at West Liberty, Iowa. 
Application filed April 7, 1900. 

Upon receipt of the application, as noted herein, the board fixed April 20, for 
hearing, with notices served on the prot>er parties. 

At the hearing it was developed that the land desired was wrongfully described 
in the petition and notice, and the application was withdrawn by the railroad com- 
pany. 

Des Moines, Iowa, Nov. 23, 1900. 



No. 2225—1900. 
W. P. George, Kelley, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago & North-Western, Railway 
Company . 



Inaccessibility of team track. 



Complaint filed April 18, 1900. 

Mr. George complained to the Board as follows: 

' * We have but one place along the railroad tracks in our little town of Kelley 
that we can load and unload cars from wagons without going between the railroad 
tracks. A lumberman is putting up a building on this piece of ground he claiming 
a lease from the railroad company for this piece of ground . We will now have no 
place to drive a team to load or unload a car without driving^in between the tracks 
and remaming there until we have unloaded the wagon load and whatever we 
might have to load. Please inform me if the railroad company does not have to 
furnish a place to unload and load cars without driving between the railroad tracks 
to do so, or are we compelled to drive in between the railroad tracks to load or 
unload cars.'* 

The complaint was immediately taken up with the railway company and on 
May 1, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager, said: 

' ' There seems to have been some little local difiiculty between the people at 
that point. We sent our superintendent there and at our expense moved a certain 
lime house, which I think has proved generally satisfactory.*' 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 187 

Mr. George was asked to advise the Board if the matter was not satisfactorily 
adjusted, and as nothing has been heard from him it is so regarded. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2226—1900. 
William Antrim, Randolph, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



' Insufficient drainage. 



Complaint filed April 21, 1900. 

The complainant in this case wrote the Board as follows: 

"I own the N >^ S E X section 9, township 70, range 41, Fremont county, 
which is crossed by the C, B. & Q. Railroad, north and south and a little to the 
west of the center. The natural water way and slope of the ground is west, and 
the land on my north line is lower than the south side next to Deer Creek, and 
the railroad company have no water way on or near my north line, consequently 
the railroad makes a dam and forms a basin as shown in plat. I have notified 
the section foreman and they took no steps to give me a waterway. Then I wrote 
Mr. J. H. Duggan in regard to the matter about three weeks ago, and he has 
made no reply. Two years ago I lost the crop on this ground and most of the 
crop last year, and it can be easily seen the railroad dams a natural waterway at 
this place. The railroad company did have a cattlesruard on my north line. As 
long as that was there open the water ran through there, but a few years ago the 
railroad filled it with dirt. I wish you would take this matter up with the C. , B. 
& Q. railroad and see if they will not put in a waterway at that place." 

Complaint was taken up with the railway company and Mr. CM. Levey, on 
April 26, 1900, advised the Board that he had had the matter investigated and 
found that the bed of the stream had been gradually filling, in which, at times of 
high water, naturally overflowed a great surface. He also stated that they would 
put in another culvert and believed that would remedy the trouble. On April 30th 
the Commissioners asked Mr. Antrim to advise them in case the proposed culvert 
did not remedy the difficulty, and as nothing has been heard from him the case 
may be regarded as closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2227—1900. 

A. F. Meyer, Boyer, Iowa. 1 

I 
vs. \ Failure to fence, 

I 
Illinois Central Railroad Company. J 

Complaint filed April 23, 1900. 

This was a complaint against the Ft. Dodge and Omaha Railway company, 
the new extension of the Illinois Central Railroad system, on account of failure to 
properly fence right of way. The complaint was taken up with the railway 
company and was found to be satisfactorily adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2228—1900. 

HoRNiCK Milling Company, Hornick, 
Iowa, 

vs. [. Buildiufr spur track to mill, 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company*. J 

Filed April 24, 1900. 

The Hornick Milling company wrote the board stating that they were operating 
a one hundred- barrel flour mill adjoining the right-of-way of the C, M. & St. P. 
Ry. Co., in the town of Hornick; that they had requested' the railway company 
to put in a side track to the mill, which the company had refused to do; that a mill 
of similar capacity and similar location in an adjoining town had been furnished 
side track facilities and the complainants, therefore, were at a great disadvantage 
in meeting their competition. The case was taken up with the C. , M. & St. P. Ry. 
Co. , and after some considerable correspondence had passed between the board and 
the general manager of the railway company, Mr. H. R. Williams, he answered the 
complaint, substantially stating that the mill is located about fifteen feet outside 
of the right-of-way , and in such a position that it would require a side track about 
five hundred feet long to reach it; the business of the complainants over the 
respondent line, from January 1st to May 20th, gave earnings of only $50.14; that 
under such circumstances the company did not feel warranted in building the side 
track requested. 

Replying to Mr. Williams' statement, the complainants replied at some length, 
stating that their mill had only been in operation since February 1st, and while 
they had not shipped out much flour or feed, it had been partially owing to the 
expense of getting cars loaded; that the milling company had paid the railway 
company in freight charges on lumber, brick, machinery and coal, something over 
$500.00. The complainants insisted they should be supplied with side track 
facilities. 

The commission again placed the matter before the railway company with the 
request that the case receive as favorable consideration as possible , and at the same 
time the complainants were advised that it was very questionable whether the board 
would have any authority to order a railroad company to construct a side track 
such as requested. 

The commissioners were not successful in inducing the railway company to pro- 
vide the facilities requested. General Manager Williams, in one of his letters, 
wrote that ' * I beg to say that we feel we have given this matter as favorable con- 
sideration as the facts in the case will justify. There has been no business done 
by this mill up to the present time that would warrant us in going to any expense 
in furnishing them a track, and there seems to be no prospect of their doing 
enough business to warrant such an expenditure." 

On August 15, 1900, the commission advised the complainants of their inability 
to bring about an adjustment of the matter and as there seemed to be no authbrity 
in the statutes for the board to make an order in such a complaint as theirs, the 
case would be considered closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 
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No. 2229—1900. 

In the matter of obstruction of streets in the town of Sumner, by trains of the 
Chicago Great Western Railway company . 

This was a matter that was called to the personal attention of the Board by the 
county attorney of Bremer County, about April 25, 1900. 

The Commissioners took the same up with the railway company, who advised 
the Board that the cause for complaint wo^ld be removed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2230-1900. 

John Griffin and others, Hbdrick, 
Iqwa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul, Rail- 
way Company. 



Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed April 30, 1900. 

Under date of April 30, 1900, there was filed with the Board complaint as 
follows: 

"John Griffin, Mrs. Griffin and Mima Sylvester, are the owners of a 40 acre 
tract of land in Benton township, Keokuk county, Iowa. 

The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway has a right of way over this 
tract, dividing said track of land into two parcels, leaving one parcel to the east 
containing about 15 acres, and a parcel to the west of said railway right of way, 
containing about 25 acres. 

The railroad crossing heretofore existing, which enabled the parties to have 
access from one parcel to the other, has been closed by the company, leaving no 
means whatever of entering onto the east parcel . 

We have requested the company to put in a crossing, but can get no reply 
from them. 

At this season of the year, the delay of even a few days only, may cause g^eat 
damage to the owners of the aforesaid land because the ground must be prepared 
for the corn crop . 

The crossing heretofore existing passed under the railroad track , and would be 
much preferred, as Mr. Griffin is very old and almost blind. But if we are not 
entitled to the old crossing, we will be satisfied with the kind of crossings generally 
furnished to owners of land situated as this is. 

The company could without any expense to themselves, reopen this cause- way, 
by removing the wooden culvert placed there by their workmen. They have not, 
as yet, filled in with other material, and the removal of the culvert would be an 
easy matter. 

The owners of this tract of land are poor people and cannot afford to enter into 
litigation if they can possibly avoid it . 

We believe this matter is within your jurisdiction, and we therefor appeal to 
you for relief. 

Trusting this matter will have your immediate attention, and anticipating an 
early reply, we beg to remain, 

Geo. B. Baker, 
Attorney for J. Griffin. 
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The 'complaint was at once taken up with the railway company and subse- 
quent to some correspondence had with reference thereto, Mr. H. R. Williams » 
general manager, advised the Board that the complainants had been furnished with 
satisfactory crossing. On May 23, 1900, Mr. George B. Baker, attorney for the 
complainants, wrote the Board that his clients had decided to resort to the courts 
for redress. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2231—1900. 

Mrs. S. E. Ring, Mapleton, Iowa, 1 

I 

^ J- Damage by fire. 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway ■ 
Company J 

Complaint filed April 30, 1900. 

The complainant in this case stated that the company had declined to settle 
with her for loss of meadow and fence by fire started from an engine belonging to 
the railway company. 

Mrs. Ring was advised that this was a matter that should properly go to the 
court as the board had no authority to render judgments for money damages, but 
that the attention of the railway company' would be called to her claim. 

In answering this complaint Mr. W. A. Gardner, on May 19th, stated that they 
had investigated this matter three times and could find absolutely nothing to the 
claim that she made. Mr Gardner said, however: 

**If any evidence can be produced to the contrary, we will be pleased to give it 
consideration, but, as I have said, we have already gone into the matter thre® 
times and I cannot hold forth any encouragement to Mrs Ring, as the company is 
in no wise liable to her ' * 

The commissioners advised Mrs. Ring of the position of the railway company 
in the matter and she notified the board that she would place the case in the 
hands of her attorney for suit. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2232-1900. 

In the .matter of a petition of the Chicago, Ft. Madison .& Des Moines Railway 
Company, for permission to condemn additional depot grounds in Jefferson 
county, Iowa. 

Application filed May 2, 1900. 

The commissioners fixed May 16, for a hearing in the above matter, but on May 
14, 1900, the attorneys for the railway company called at the office of the board 
and stated that they had made an amicable adjustment with the property owners 
and withdrew the application. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 27, 1900. 
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No. 2233—1900. 
James McGoneglb, Delmar, Iowa, 



vs. 



Farm crossing. 



Chicago. Milwaukee^& St. Paul Rail- 
way Company, 



Complaint filed May 2, 1900. 

Hon. Frank P. McGinn, of Clinton, Iowa, filed with the Board a complaint 
setting forth that Mr. James McGonegle, living one mile east of Delmar, and 
owning land on both sides of the C. M. & St. Paul Railway, ' 'had repeatedly re- 
quested the company to construct a private crossing at some convenient place that 
he might go from one field to another on the opposite side of the railroad; that the 
company put in a crossing, but in doing so, ignored the owner's request entirely, 
and made the crossing at a place so inconvenient for the land owner that he can- 
not use it at all." 

The case was at once taken up with the railway company and after consider- 
able correspondence had passed between the Board and the company, Mr. 
H. R. Williams, general manager, on June 6, 1900, wrote the Board, stating 
that he found upon investigation that the grade was changed at this point 
about ten feet which made it impossible to continue maintaining the farm 
crossing in the old location , that the point at which the new crossing had been 
placed was the best possible place for it, but as it did not suit Mr. McGonegle the 
company had selected another location which was entirely satisfactory to the 
complainant. 

Mr. McGinn was asked to advise the Board if the matter had not been adjusted 
to the satisfaction of his client, and as nothing has been heard from him the case 
is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2234—1900. 

Virgil Roberts, Knoxville, Iowa, 



vs. 



Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



' Delay in shipment of nursery stock. 



Complaint filed May 2, 1900. 

Mr. Virgil Roberts complained to the Board that he had ordered 100 peach 
trees which had been shipped to him from New Sharon on April 19; that on April 
30, at 2 o'clock he got notice from the C, B. & Q. agent that the trees were 
there and he went after them and had them in his wagon and paid the freight; 
that in writing the receipt he put in the words "in bad order'' because he believed 
it was bad order to hold trees that are perishable eleven days, in going from New 
Sharon to Knoxville; that the agent declined to take such a receipt, put the freight 
money in the wagon and took the trees back to the freight house. 

The Commissioners sent the complaint to Mr. J. M. Bechtel, division freight 
agent of the C. , B. & Q. Railroad company, Burlington Iowa. 
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On May 7th the Commissioners received file papers from Mr, Bechtel, showing 
that painstaking investigation had been made of this complaint, which file was 
accompanied by the following letter from Mr. Bechtel: 

Yoars of May 2d with complaint of same date from Virgil Roberts in regud to peach trees from 
the New Sharon Nursery in which Mr. Virgil Roberts says *'they were shipped iQtb of April, and 
yesterday at two o'clock I got notice of the C, B. & Q. Railroad company's agent that a box of trees 
V as there for me, " etc. 

I rtierred the papers to oar agent as per my letter of May 3d herewith attached. Yon will see 
what our agent says under date of May 4th. The box of trees was received by us at Maxon on April 
aoth and received at Knoxville, S^S p. m., April 21st. 

The trees not being called for on Monday, the 23d, a postal card was mailed to the consignee. This 
not bringing any reply, another one was mailed on April 2;tb, and our agent states that on the after- 
noon of April 30th, nine days after the goods had been received at o<ir station at Knoxville, Mr. 
Roberts called for the trees and insisted on receipting for them in bad order. 

I think our agent was right in refusing to accept the bad order receipt for trees which had laid nine 
days in our freight house awaiting delivery. , 

Of course we are sorry that a matter of this kind is brought to your attention, but from the state- , 

mentc attached I think you will see that we did our entire duty and are not responsible in any way 
either by negligence or carelessness In failing to deliver these trees sooner, and even if they were 
spoiled or in bad order it was not our fault. As our agent states Mr. Roberts lives ten or twelve miles 
from Knoxville^ and knowing when the trees were shipped, it seems natural that he would watch out 
£or them and get them just as quick as they arrived." 

On May 7th, the Board wrote Mr. Roberts, stating that there seemed to be no 
delay in the shipment in question that called for any action of the Board. He 
was also advised to see the agent at Knoxville as it was believed he could adjust 
the matter to his satisfaction . 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 



Undet^grade farm crossing. 



No. 2235—1900. 

Lindsay Lamb, What Chbbr, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed May 12, 1900. 

The complaint filed in this case was as follows: 

'*Your petitioner, Lindsay Lamb, being duly sworn on oath, states to your 
Honorable body that since 1883 he has been and still is the owner in fee simple of 
the following real estate in Keokuk County, Iowa, to- wit, the Sw % of the Sw.X 
of Sec 21, Tp. 76, R. 13, west of the Sth P. M., Keokuk county, Iowa. That 
the Chicago & Northwestern Railway Company now owns and operates a railway 
across said land and has now owned and operated the same since the year 1884. 
Your petitioner owns all of said real estate, and on both sides of said railway. 
That in order to fully enjoy and obtain access to all of said land it is necessary 
that said railway company build and maintain a crossing of said railway; that 
there is a culvert or bridge on said railway where the same crosses said land , which 
is twenty feet high and is a safe and convenient place for an under crossing to be 
maintained. 
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* *Also, your petitioner further states that in the year 1884 the Ottumwa, Cedar 
Falls & St. Paul Railway Company purchased the right of way across said lands, 
and by an instrument in writing, in which said right of way was conveyed as above 
stated, agreed to maintain two crossings, one being a surface and one an under 
crossing, said under crossing being at the place above described, and that the fran- 
chise, right of way and property of saidOttumwa, Cedar Falls & St Paul Railway 
Company is now and has been, since 1884 A. D., owned by said Chicago & North- 
western Railway company, it having succeeded to all of the rights and liabilities of 
said Ottumwa, Cedar Palls & St. Paul Railway Company. 

"Said Company, the Chicago & Northwestern Railway Company, although fre- 
quently requested to do so, has refused and failed to put in and maintain said 
crossings, or either of them, and your petitioner has been greatly damaged and 
put to great inconvenience by such refusal and failure. Wherefore, your petitioner 
asks that the said Chicago & Northwestern Railway Company be compelled to 
build and maintain said crossing." 

The complaint was at once taken up with the railway company and later, on 
Jane 21, 1900, the commissioners were advised that the railway company had 
adjusted the matter to the entire satisfaction of Mr. Lamb. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2236—1900. 
W. L. Taylor, Sibley, Iowa, 

vs. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway Company. 



► Under grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed May 21, 1900. 

On May 21st, there was filed with Commissioners complaint as follows: 

* * To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of Ihe Stale of Iowa: 

Your petitioner, W. L. Taylor, of the county of Osceola, and state of Iowa, 
respectfully represents and shows to your honorable body, that for more than 
fifteen years last past, he has been the owner and occupant of the northwest 
quarter of section five (5), in township ninety-nine (99), range number forty-two 
(42,) west of the fifth principal meridian, in said county of Osceola, and state of 
Iowa; and for about twelve years last past, he has been the occupant of the west 
thirty-five rods, (or acres,) of the Northeast quarter of said section five (5,) and 
the whole of each parcel or tract of land is under cultivation , occupied and farmed 
by the said W. L. Taylor. 

' 'That he also keeps, and raises upon said farm, large herds of stock including 
sheep and hogs. 

'*That the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railroad company has and 
owns the right of way over and across the said lands owned and occupied by said 
Taylor as aforesaid, and the cultivated lands thus owned by him are situated upon 
both sides of said railroad line. 

' 'That ever since said railroad was permitted to cross said lands there has been 
maintained by said company a closed crossing, or gateway, at a point on said 
lands at or about the center of the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter of 
said section five, and by means of which said Taylor could, by opening the gates, 

13 
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cross said line of railroad , but there are no cattle guards at said crossing, nor has 
there ever been , so as to prevent the stock from going upon and along the right of 
way of said railroad when they are being driven across the track at said point. 

' 'That until about two years ago the said railroad company has had and main- 
tained a bridge at a point on its line about thirty-five rods east of the east line ot 
the said northwest quarter of said section Five (5,) through and under which said 
bridge, stock could be and has been driven by said Taylor, across the right of 
way , and the said crossing has been kept open for the use of the owners of the 
lands situated on each side of said line of railroad , and the same has been con- 
stantly used by said Taylor for such purpose, from the time he bought the said 
strip of land from the west side of said northeast quarter of said section Five (5,) 
up to the time above mentioned, (two years ago,) at which time said company 
built a new bridge at said point , but in such a manner as to prevent the use of 
the same for the purpose of crossing the said right of way. 

' *That by reason of the fact that the original bridge at said point was so con- 
structed as to allow stock to cross and recross the said right of way, and was being 
used for such purpose by the owner of the land on each side of the said line of 
road , the said Taylor was induced to purchase a strip of land about thirty-five rods 
wide off the west side of said northeast quarter so that he might have the benefits 
of the said crossing; and while he was using said crossing he could get along 
without any change in the gateway at about the center of the northeast quarter of 
the northwest quarter of said section Five (5,) but as he is now deprived of the 
same he is compelled to use only the said gateway for driving all kinds of stock 
across the right of way, and in most cases this requires more than one man in 
order to prevent the stock from going up or down along the right of way inside of 
the fence, and thus causes a vast amount of trouble, expense and worry, and is 
attended with great danger to the stock from passing trains. 

* * That your petitioner asks only that the said railroad company put in cattle 
guards at said point so as to prevent the stock from following the track along the 
right of way. That the expense thereof would be very trifling, and the point at 
which he asks this be done is in all respects a proper place, and a convenient one. 

* 'That he has on different occasions talked with employes of the said company 
concerning the matters above related, and has caused written notices to be 
served upon the said company asking and demanding the putting in of said cattle 
guards at said point, but his requests and demands have been in vain; that the 
said company has failed and refused and still fails and refuses to comply with his 
request and demand. Copies of the notices served upon said company are attached 
to this petition and are to be considered as a part thereof. 

* 'A plat of the lands hereinbefore-described showing the location of the buildings 
of your petitioner, the line of railway, and the point at which he desires a cattle 
guard put in, and maintained, is attached hereunto for reference, and also made 
a part hereof. 

' 'That said railroad company is bound, under the laws of the state of Iowa, to 
comply with the request of your petitioner, to-wit: Section 2022 of the Code of 
Iowa. 

* ' Wherefore , and by reason of the foregoing facts and premises, your petitioner 

asks that your honorable body make an investigation concerning the matters and 

things herein related, and at an early a day as practicable, and such orders made 

as you may deem proper, just and reasonable. 

W. L. Taylor, 

Petitioner,** 
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The Commissioners took the case up with the railway company at once. 
Several letters passed between the Commissioners, the railroad company, and the 
attorney for the complainant, the final outcome of which was that the Board was 
advised on October 1, by Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent, B., C. R. & N. 
Railway company, that * 'all matters and things pertaining to this complaint have 
been satisfactorily adjusted with Mr. Taylor.** 

On October 5th the Commissioners wrote the attorney for the complainant 
stating the Board had been advised to the above effect, and unless he was heard 
from to the contrary, this would be regarded as closing the case. Nothing further 
has been filed in this matter. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 22, 1900. 



No. 2237—1900. 
Louis Schwab, Morning Sun, Iowa, 

vs. (• Under-grade farm crossing. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. 

Complaint filed May 22, 1900. 

On May 22, 1900, Mr. Louis Schwab, of Morning Sun, wrote the board sub- 
stantially as follows: 

* * That he is the owner of a farm near that place through which ths line of 
railway is operated; that he purchased the farm from one Harry Huttig, who had 
purchased the farm from William J. Read, who owned the farm at the time the 
Iowa Central was constructed through it; that the railway company had made a 
written contract with the same Read to maintain one cattle way and two over-gp-ound 
crossing^; that the children of the said Read now living will testify to the fact that 
they saw such a contract shortly before the death of Mr Read , but that the con- 
tract was lost during the administration of the Read estate; that the crossings pro- 
vided under that contract were used continuously for seventeen years; that now 
the railway company has filled the bridges and graded the other crossing to a depth 
of eight feet so that he cannot use the same." 

The complaint was taken up with the Iowa Central Railway Company and Mr. 
Schwab was advised that the statute of this state covering private farm crossing 
(section 2022, Code 1897) had been interpreted by the supreme court of the state 
substantially that grade crossinp^s would rule, and that to enable a land owner to 
any other kind of crossing, extraordinary conditions must be shown which would 
render a grade crossing inadequate . The complainant was also advised that if he 
could prove the terms in the contract mentioned by him the courts would be the proper 
place to inforce the same. 

The railway company, by Mr. Clark, general manager, wrote the board on 
May, 31, stating: 

* 'I find, upon investigation, that our deed for right of way across the land now 
owned by him makes no provision for crossing either over or under ground, nor 
have we any record to show that there was ever any contract made between this 
Company and the former owner of the land providing for such crossing. Our 
bridge. No. 889, which was located near the east side of Mr. Schwab's land, was 
filled in December, 1899, and no objections were made by Mr. Schwab until the 
work was completed. 
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"As to his private crossiog^ at grade, it was impossible for us to maintain it at 
the same location while this work was in progress, and we gave him a temporary 
crossing a little further east, and this has been used ever since. It is our expecta- 
tion to arrange for matter of permanent crossing at an early date. In fact, our 
engineer has just had an estimate made of the amount of grading necessary to give 
him a crossing at the point he desires, and we expect to be able to arrange it satis- 
factorily to him in a very short time '* 

The commissioners suggested to the railway company that it should make some 
effort to adjust matters with complainant, and as the railway company, acting upon 
such suggestion, finally made adjustment with Mr. Schwab*, to his entire satisfac- 
tion , the case is closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 22, 1900. 



No. 2238—1900. 

Seibbrt Bros. & Company, Forest 
City, Iowa, 

vs. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway Company. 



Sile for elevator. 



Complaint filed May 22, 1900. 

On date named, Seibert Bros. & Co., of Forrest City, filed with the Board 
complaint as follows: 

To the Honorable Railroad Commissioners of the state of Iowa: 

The undersiffoed complainants respectfully state: 

That they are a co-partnership engaged in the general merchandise, live stock and grain business, 
at Forest City, Iowa, that they have been engaged in the grain business at Forest City, Iowa, since 
about the month of May, 1899. 

That said complainants sometime during the month of February or March, 1899, intending to engage 
in the business of buying and shipping grain at Forest City, and wishing to ship the same over the line 
of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railroad company, tpplicd to the said company for a site 
on which to erect a grain elevator, and said company having available ground for that purpose and 
having granted sites to other parties who wished to engage in similar business, the complainants wish- 
ing to ship largely over the said company's line, applied for such a site adjacent to their tracks on land 
owned by the said company and which was available for such purpose at Forest City, on substantially 
the same terms as the said company had granted, and was granting similar rights and privileges to 
other dealers in grain at Forest City, as aforesaid. 

That although the said company had been in the hi bit of granting, and had granted this privilege 
to other dealers, and had plenty available land for that purpose, they did refuse and have since refused 
to grant the complainants this privilege. 

That the complainant was compelled by reason of this refusal to lease some ground some distance 
from the said company's tracks and erect thereon an elevator, which they did in the month of March 
1S99. That some time after the said elevator was completed the complainants applied to the company 
for the privilege of erecting an elevated chute from their said building to the company's track for the 
purpose of running the grain from the said elevator to the said company's cars, but this privilege has 
also been refused the complainants by the company. That by reason of the refusal of the said company 
to grant the site asked for the said complainants were and are compelled to haul their grain in wagons 
-from their said elevator to the said company's track, a tedious and expensive operation, which would 
not be necessary if the privilege asked for was granted. Your complainants also state that onorabout 
-the month of August 1899, the said complainants wishing to engage in the coal business, and the said 
company having sites along their track which they were in the habit of granting, nnd hal granted to 
parties wishing to erect coal sheds thereon, and the said complainants wishing in the course of their 
business to ship all the coal that they might receive over the said company's line at Forest City, 
applied for a site on which to erect a coal shed on substantially the same terms as those granted by the 
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company to other parties for similar purposes. That a site between the two elevators on the railroad 
ground was at first promised the complainants; but was afterwards refused and panted to other parties 
for the same purposes. 

For the reason stated the complainants claim that they have been greatly discriminated against, 
that in various ways the dealers possessing elevators and sheds adjacent to the company's tracks and 
on its grounds can conduct their business more economically and conveniently than those not possess- 
ing them. That the permission granted toother parties by the said company to erect elevators and 
coal sheds on their ground, and the refusal by them to give the said complainants the same rights and 
privileges, operates as as a discrimination in favor of said other parties and against the complainants 
and is unjust, .unreasonable, and in violation of the duties of said company as a common carrier. 
Wherefore, we ask that the matter be investigated by your Honorable Body and some time be set for a 
bearing, and that if our claims are substantiated by evidence, that an order be made requiring the rail' 
road company complained of to grant us the sites that we have asked of them and which we now ask for. 

Very respectfully, 

Sbibbrt Bros. & Co. 
By P. Sbibbrt. 

Forest City, Iowa, May 19, 1900. 

The matter was at once taken up with the railway company, and after some 
correspondence had been had with the railway company, Mr. W. P. Brady, Gen- 
eral Agent , wrote the board as follows: ^ 

Fnlly'answerlng yours of the iitb and acknowleding receipt of yours of the 36th inst., referring to 
the above complaint, I would say ihat Seibert Bros. & Co. are engaged in the merchandise business at 
Forest City and the entire time of the firm is not devoted to the grain business, but, as I understand 
it, that branch of their trade is made incidental to their othet business afiairs. When they first 
applied for a site on which to construct an elevator the demands of the grain market at and in the 
vicinity of Forest City were thoroughly investigated, and it was found that the two modern elevators 
that were already located on our depot grounds, and the facilities of the connecting road for handling 
the bufiness tributary to that city were ample to accommodate the grain trade of that territory, and 
hence the application was declined and such action seemed to be taken in good part by one of the rep- 
resentatives of the firm who dealt with us. They subsequently put up a grain receiving house 130 feet 
from our grain track, on private grounds, without any encouragement whatever from the company that 
any facilities would be given them to handle grain from that point. Their next request was that the 
company grant them the right of way for a spout on its ground 150 feet long to convey grain from this 
building to cars on our side track. I think it will appear obvious to the board that our granting them 
this seemingly impractical privilege would have only been conceding them a right in another form that 
bad already been declined them, for we believe, good and sufficient reasons. At the time the spout 
application was made they asked for a location for a coal house, designating a particular point on which 
they wished to place the building. Knowing that the location that they had selected would interfere 
with one of our regularly established grain and coal dealers, we declined to accede to their demand, 
but selected another location, which we would have been glad to have had them built a coal house on. 
They declined to accept this site, claiming that it was too far from the point near our depot grounds 
on which they transacted their grain business. This is a detailed statement of our transaction with 
Messrs. Seibert Bros. & Co. relative to an elevator and coal house site at Forest City. I merely 
desire to reiterate the statement I have made that the number of grain houses now located on the two 
roads are ample for the needs of the grain business tributary to Forest City. 

The Commissioners in writing to complainants, advised them that their iuris- 
diction in such matters as complained of by them had been restricted to a large 
extent by the United States Supreme Court, in what is known as the Nebraska 
case. (Missouri Pacific Railway company vs. State of Nebraska; 164 U. S., 
page 403, American and English railroad cases, volume 6, page 157.) The court 
in that case holding substantially that the State had no power through a commis- 
sion or otherwise, to dictate to a railway company to whom sites for elevators or 
warehouses on its right of way should be granted. However, the complainants 
were advised that if in their judgment and opinion there was not sufficient ground 
granted or extended to elevator or warehouse operators at Forest City to handle 
and ship the grain received there, the Board would be pleased to take such action 
as might be necessary to have such additional facilities provided, but that under 
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the decision referred to the Board would not be inclined to interfere with the 
railway company, with reference to whom such additional grounds or privileges 
should be extended. 

Nothing further having been heard from the complainants, the easels closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



No. 2239--1900. 
C. Buttles, Cor with, Iowa, 



vs. 



Iowa Central Railway Company. 



' Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed May 23, 1900. 

Mr. C. Buttles, of Corwith, Iowa, made complaint to this Board substantially 
as follows: 1 

* ' That about a year ago the Iowa Central cut through his farm in Hancock 
county; that the railway company agreed in the deed to put in underground and 
farm crossings subject to his approval; that up to date they have not provided any 
crossing; that he was unable to use his feed lot all winter on account of no cross- 
ing and today is using his feed lot by driving half a mile through his oat field, to 
the damage of his growing crop; that he is greatly inconvenienced by the 
neglect of the Iowa Central Railway company to fulfill its contract.*' 

In replying to this complaint Mr. T. E. Clark, general manager, wrote the 
Board on May 31st, as follows: 

' ' Beg to advise that this is the first we have heard in regard to this and I think 
that if Mr. Buttles had taken the matter up with us in the first place, it would not 
have been necessary to have complained to your honorable board. 

* 'I find, upon investigation, the right of way contract provides that necessary 
crossings shall be put in and maintained. There is now a trestle sixty-four feet 
long, close to Mr. Buttles' feed yard that is used as a driveway. He also has a 
private crossing about a quarter of a mile west of this. We consider that these 
two should g^ve him ample crossing. It appears, however, that he now desires 
an overtrack crossing near the bridge. The cost of construction and maintenance 
of this would be considerable, and at best would be a poor one. Prom all that I 
am able to learn we have fully complied with the requirements of the deed and 
Mr. Buttles is well taken care of in the matter of crossings.*' 

A copy of the foregoing was sent to the complainant who wrote the Board again 
on June 26th , at considerable length reiterating his former complaint and reaffirm- 
ing that he had a contract with the railway company providing for such 
crossing as he desired . A copy of this latter communication was also sent to Mr. 
T. E. Clark, general manager of the railway company, who wrote the Board 
on June 28th, that he had instructed the operating and engineering departments 
to, if possible, arrange matters to the entire satisfaction of Mr. Buttles. 

On the 11th day of August, 1900, Mr, Buttles wrote the Board, sending a copy 
of the deed given by him to the railway company for the right of way through his 
farm. In the letter sending the deed Mr. Buttles said: 

• 'With this I hand you copy of my deed to the Iowa Central Railway company. 
They have two deeds, but it would seem this is the only one they put on file, the other 
deed is for the Southwest one-fourth of 11," etc. , etc. 
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On August 13th, the Board wrote Mr. Buttles as follows: 

* ' Replying to your favor of August 11th , you state that the deed in which the 
proviso was made for undercrossing, hog tight fence, etc., was not filed by 
the company for record. Is the company using the property conveyed in such 
deed , and if so , have they any title to the property other than the deed referred to 
™iglit give? If the railway company is using this property they must show some 
title thereto, or they may be enjoined from such use. You understand, of course, 
that this Board would have no authority to enforce the terms of a private contract. 

' ' There seems to be nothing in the deed (copy of which you sent us) indicating the 
kind of crossing and fence to be provided, except the statement ' *as stipulated in 
contract." If you have the contract referred to in your possession, or can prove 
tr contents, its terms would be enforcible in a proper court. 

' Under the statutes govering any action which may be taken by the Com 
missioners in these matters unless extraordinary conditions should be found to 
exist, the railway company could only be compelled to provide you with ordinary 
fence and farm crossing." 

On August 24, 1900, Mr. Buttles promised the Board that he would look up the 
other deed and also the contract referred to in the copy of the deed which he had 
already furnished the Commissioners. Nothing further was heard from him, 
however, until a member of the Commission received a letter from him asking for 
some action by the Board . Replying to this letter, the Commissioner addressed 
wrote the complainant as follows on September 21, 1900: 

* * As I informed you in my last letter I would , I have come to Des Moines and 
made a thorough examination of the papers in your case and find that you have 
already been supplied with such crossing as this Board would have authority to 
give you, viz. one ordinary farm crossing. 

**We take all kinds of cases and try to effect settlements, but we have only 
such authority as is given by the statutes . 

'* Concerning your contract with the company for an under crossing and a 
second grade crossing, we can only make an endeavor to bring about a settlement, 
we have no authority to make an order compelling the company to comply with 
the terms of such contract. Such a remedy must be sought in the courts. 

'*You say you would like to have this Board visit your farm. It would be a 
pleasure for the Commissioners to go to your place, if it was thought they could 
aid you, but in as much as you seem to be supplied with all that the statute makes 
provision for, it would seem to be a needless expense to the state, and loss of time 
to the members of the Board. 

"By prepaid express today we send you copy of report of this Board for 1899, 
in the back part of which you will find the laws of Iowa relating to railways. On 
page 394 (Sec. 2022) you will see the law with digest of decisions of the supreme 
court concerning farm crossings." 

The case is closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 28, 1900. 



200 TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

No. 2240—1900. 

F. D. McKay, Adbl, Iowa, 1 

I 
vs. 



' Overcharge, 



Chicago, Milwaukbb & St. Paul Railway 
Company. 



Complaint filed May 31 , 1900. 

Mr. F. D. McKay, of Adel, wrote the board that he had been overcharged 
about 75 cents on a car of nut coal; that the Western Weighing Association weight 
was 30,000 lbs. and the expense bill called for 33,000 lbs; that the agent at that 
point does not correct the bills and he had been overcharged eight or ten dollars in 
this way; that he wanted refund. 

The case was taken up with the railway company and on June 15, 1900, Mr. R. 
M. Calkins', assistant general freight agent of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company, sent the board Mr. McKay's receipt for the refund of the over- 
charge complained of. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December, 1, 1900. 



No. 2241—1900. 

F. M. Campbell, Randolph, Iowa, ^ 

I 
vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
Company. 



Shortage in weights. 



Complaint filed May 21, 1900. 

Mr. F. M. Campbell, of Randolph, Iowa, complained that in shipping cars of 
grain the railroad company did not weigh the same until they reached Burlington, 
St. Louis and Chicago, and that the weights would often run short fifty to one 
hundred bushels per car of the weights shown when the cars were loaded . He said 
that the company always said, when he filed complaint, "We have investigated 
weighing of cars you complained of being short and find no error at this end , and 
so it must evidently be with your weighmen there, therefore we decline to entertain 
your claim further and close the case." 

The complainant stated that he wished his grain weighed at the first track scales 
out of Rand.Iph and that that weight should govern, rather than the weight at 
destination . 

The complaint was filed with the railway company for investigation. On June 
16, 1900, Mr. J. M. Bechtel, D. F. A., wrote the board answering specifically 
complaints of shortage with reference to certain cars, and, in a general way, made 
answer as follows: 

"Mr. Campbell insists on weighing cars at the first scales after leaving Ran- 
dolph . Your honorable body would understand and appreciate the fact that this 
would hardly be a good proof of correct weighing. It is not always a satisfactory 
way when we cannot weigh the empty back, after having weighed the loaded car 
over the scales, and the condition of the weather would make a material difference 
in the weight of the empty car. Cars are weighed and their light weight stenceled 
on them-, either when they are built, or when they are repaired. Years later, the 
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same light weights are of little value, because of the drying out of the timber, or 
because of snow, or because of continuous rains making the car heavier. There- 
fore, our rule is to weigh cars at destination, when the destinations are at such 
points as Burlington, St. Louis, East St. Louis, Peoria, Chicago, etc. That is 
an example. At Peoria, when the grain goes to the distilleries, the government 
weighmaster weighs the grain and is held responsible for the correct weights. We 
accept their weights At Burlington the grain is unloaded from the cars to the 
hopper scales and is weighed by the inspector here and we accept his weights. 

' ' We are just as anxious and as much interested in getting actual and getting 
paid for hauling the actual weights as Mr. Campbell is." 

Mr. Bechtel again wrote the board, on August 6th, in further reference to Mr. 
Campl)e]rs claims, and the complainant was furnished with copies of the above 
communications . 

Nothing further having been heard from Mr. Campbell it is presumed the matter 
was satisfactorily explained and the case is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2:542—1900. 
Ca&l Wind, Hbrndon, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Complaint filed June 6, 1900. 



. Blocking street crossing by standing 
train. 



Mr. Carl Wind, constable, Hemdon, Iowa, wrote the board as follows. 

* 'We are deprived of the public road crossings every day from ten minutes to 
one hour and a half by the trains standing on them from three to six times a day. 
On Sunday the trains come from the north and put their trains on the Y and let 
them stand there until an engine takes them away, obstructing the highway and 
detaining people from church. On yesterday a train, freight, going east, with 
engines 127 and 137, held the crossing so as not to give the school children time to 
get home for their dinner. This morning's train, freight, going west held the 
main crossing for thirty minutes; a freight going south held the crossing forty 
minutes. That is the way every day. Will you please do something in regard to 
this?*' 

Attention of the company was called to the matter and steps were taken by the 
officials thereof to prevent any further cause for complaint . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2243—1900. 
Mrs. Ida S. Bbvans, Redding Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



' Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed June 25, 1900. 

The complainant in this case stated that she had made considerable effort tog^et 
a cattle pass throusrh the railroad embankment, but had been unable to obtain the 
same. She stated that the railroad line separated the house, bam, well and eight 
or ten acres of land from the balance of the farm, and that it was a g^reat hard- 
ship for her children to drive the stock back and forth daily to water. 

The commissioners laid the case before the officials of the railway company 
and Mr. C. M. Levey, superintendent of Iowa lines, on July 14th, stated that the 
company was negotiating with Mrs. Bevans and that it was hoped that a settle- 
ment would soon be agreed upon. 

On July 18, 1900, Mrs. Bevans wrote the board stating that the company had 
adjusted the complaint to her entire satisfaction. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2244—1900. 
Mennig & Slater, Des Moines, Iowa, 



vs. 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Company , and Chicago & North- 
western Railway Company. 



Overcharge, 



Complaint filed June 29, 1900. 

This was a complaint that the railway companies named were not applying the 
new classification on pickles as shown by Amendment No. 8. In answer to the 
complaint the railway companies stated that it was an oversight, that the rates 
would be applied at once. On July 20, 1900, the complainants advised the Board 
that they were having no trouble whatever at that time. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



Condition of fencing. 



No. 2245—1900. 
M. M. Lewis, Coin, Iowa. 

vs. 

Omaha & St. Louis Railway Company. 

Complaint filed July 3, 1900. * 

The complainant in this case stated that the Omaha & St. Louis Railway run 
diagonally through his farm, the southwest quarter of section 24, Norton township, 
Page county, and that the fences all along the right of way were down, and he 
could not get the company to repair them. 
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The railway company was advised of the complaint made and it was suggested 
that the repair should be immediately made. 

Mr. W. G. Brimson, General Manager of the Omaha & St. Louis Railway Com- 
pany, on July 6th, answered as follows : 

* *Beg to advise that the fences on the line of the Omaha & St. Louis railway 
have been in generally bad condition. We have built, in the last eight months, 
something over forty miles of new fences, and our fence gangs are still at work. 
As a matter of course we are selecting the worst fences first. 

*'We are also endeavoring to fence pasture lands in preference to tilled fields, and 
we shall continue this policy. Mr. Lewis will receive attention in line with the 
above, and if he will be patient, it will be his turn after a while. Incidentally, 
may say that his fence is not so bad as he indicates . ' ' 

The complainant on July 15th, advised the Commission that his fence was being 
repaired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2246—1900. 

John Jervis. Cleveland, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road COMP.\NY, 



Overcharge, 



Complaint filed July 10, 1900. 

Mr. John Jervis, of Cleveland, Iowa, complained that on September 21, 1899, 
he shipped from Keb, Iowa, to Cleveland, Iowa, a house weighing 40,000 pounds; 
that the capacity of the car was 40,000 pounds; that he paid for this shipment 
$36.00; that another person had the same kind of a house; that the shipment was 
the same, with the exception of a short switch, and he only paid $29.00 on a car 
of 60,000 pounds capacity. 

In answering this complaint Mr. J. M. Bechtel, division freight agent, wrote 
the Board under date of August 10th , as follows: 

* * In reply to this complaint I can only say that we have investigated the matter 
very carefully and the shipment referred to on which the lesser rate was made was 
in error and was passed 'as old lumber' while the fact is, it should have been 
charged for under the classification as portable house. In other words the case in 
which the undercharge was made was passed in error and the inspector caught 
later shipments and applied the regular rate for portable houses." 

" As I understand it the rate charged on portable houses as per Iowa classifi- 
cation is correct . " 

The explanation given by Mr. Bechtel being satisfactory to the complainant 
the case was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, E>ecember 1, 1900. 
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No. 2247—1900. 

Town of Russell, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



Request for street crossing. 



Complaint filed July 11, 1900. 

Mr. J. D. Lodge, recorder, town of Russell, wrote the Board on July 7th, 
stating that at a regular meeting of the town council of the incorporated town of 
Russell held on May 9, 1900, he had been instructed by the council to notify 
the C. ,B. & Q. Railroad company to pat in a public crossing on Garfield street in 
that town; that he had given such notice on May 19, and another notice again in 
June, but the company had done nothing, and he had been instructed to bring 
the case to the attention of the Board of Railroad Commissioners. 

Mr. Lodge was requested to advise the Board whether the street had been 
established before or since the construction of the railway; if established since the 
construction of the railway whether it had been established up to the right of way 
of the railway company on either side. In replying to this Mr. Lodge on July 13, 
said: 

' 'Garfield street is not in the original laid out town, but in additions. It was 
established when laid out, to right of way of track on north side. South side 
opened to within 110 feet of right of way. This ground, lot No. 22, being same 
width of street and 110 feet long was purchased for street purposes May 9, 1900." 

The commissioners thereupon wrote Mr. Lodge as follows: 

* * It seems from your letter that no legal measures have ever been taken by your 
town to establish Garfield street over and across the railroad company's right of 
way and track. The establishment of a street or highway, subsequent to the 
building of the railroad, up to and adjoining the right of way on either side, has 
been held by the courts to be insufficient to entitle the county or town authorities to 
compel the railroad company to put in a crossing and open their right of way. 
In other words, the railway company is entitled to the same consideration as 
other land owners when a street or highway is to be located on their property. 

"This Commission has repeatedly held that it cannot compel a railroad company 
to construct a crossing where a street or highway has not been legally laid out 
over the railway right of way, notice given, etc. , as provided by the Code. The 
Board of Railroad Commissioners has authority to 'inquire into any neglect or 
violation of the laws in this state by any railroad corporation doing business 
therein . * 

"Until the street has been legally established across the railroad company's 
right of way, it can hardly be said that the railroad company is violating any law. 

' 'If you so desire, the Board will take the matter up with the railway company 
and see what can be done, but, under the statement of facts presented, this Board 
would have no authority to make any order in this case. The case will await your 
further advice." 

Mr. Lodge wrote the Board on July 23, saying: "Before going further in the 
matter 1 will await the advice of our council which will meet August 6." 

Nothing further having been heard from him the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2248—1900. 

W. R. Owens, and others, Township ' 
Trustees, Richards, Iowa, 

Excavation near highway. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. 
Complaint filed July 19, 1900. 

The complainants in this case stated that the railway company had dug a pit 
immediately west of the railroad and public road crossing, in another township, 
and that the said pit was collecting water in such quantities as to become stagnant 
and threaten the health of the surrounding inhabitants. The complainants asked 
that the railway company be required to fill this pit or drain it . The matter was 
taken up with the railway company and after considerable correspondence had 
passed between the Board and parties at interest, the railway company, through 
its second vice-president, Mr. J. T. Harahan, advised the commissioners that 
the pit had been drained , and that the work had been delayed only on account of 
their being unable to get men to do the same. The complainants were told to 
write the Board if the drainage was not satisfactory, and not having heard from 
them, the case is closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



No. 2249-1900. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 
Company, 



vs. 



Application for permission to condemn 
additional depot grounds at Esther^ 
ville^ Iowa, 



J. M. Groves, Esthbrvillb, Iowa. J 
Application filed July 20, 1900. 

This was a regular application for permission to condemn additional depot 
grounds and the Board fixed August 7th for a hearing, and issued notice accord- 
ingly. Upon the date stated for the hearing, however, the Commissioners were 
advised by the railway company that the matter had been adjusted and it would 
not be necessary for them to proceed further in the case. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2250-1900. 

D. W. Haynb, Road Supervisor, ' 
Marsh ALLTOWN, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago Great Western, Railway 
Company. 



Repair of highway crossings. 



Complaint filed July 26, 1900. 

Mr. D. W. Hayne, road supervisor, No. 4, Timber Creek township, Marshall 
county, Iowa, complained to the Board that the first two crossings on the Chicago 
Great Western, west of the city of Marshalltown, were a nuisance to the public and 
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a disgrace to the community , and asking that measures be taken to have the same 
put in proper condition. 

Considerable correspondence followed, and finally on November 15, 1900, Mr. 
S. C. Stickney, general manager of the railroad company, wrote the Commission- 
ers that the crossings had been put in proper condition and were now satisfactory 
to the complainant. Mr. Hayne was asked by the Commissioners to advise them 
if such was not the case, and nothing having been heard from him it is presumed 
the crossings are now in a satisfactory condition . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2251-1900. 

- Stubbs, Hedrick, Iowa, 



vs. 



Burlington & Western Railroad 

COMP.ANY. 



■ Condition of farm crossing . 



Filed July 27, 1900. 

The Commissioners, while investigating other complaints in the vicinity of 
Hedrick, noted that the farm crossing provided for Mr. Stubbs, about one and 
one-half miles east of that station, had not been properly planked and the atten- 
tion of the railway company was called to the same. The matter was promptly 
attended to by the railway company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2252-1900. 

John Deadrick, by J, C. Scott, Cedar 
Falls, Iowa, 



vs. 



Chicago & NorthAVestern Railway 
Company, and Iowa, Minnesota & 
North- Western Railway Company. 



' Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed August 2, 1900. 

This was a complaint that the Iowa, Minnesota & North-Wcstern Railway 
company, in constructing its road had not provided cattle pass as agreed upon. 
The matter was taken up with the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, 
to whom the Iowa, Minnesota & North- Western Railway company had been trans- 
ferred, and after some correspondence had been had, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general 
manager, advised the commission that a cattle pass had been constructed for Mr. 
Deadrick, and this being satisfactory to the complainant, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2253-1900. 
W. F. Sconce, Delphos, Iowa. 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. J 



Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed August 6, 1900. 

The following communication was received by the board from the complainant 
in this case: 

' 'I am located north of Delphos two miles, or southwest of Mt. Ayr six miles, 
on the Chariton, Mt. Ayr & Grant City branch of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy railroad, which runs diagonal through 160 acres of my land cutting my 
house, barn and half of my land away from water. 

' 'I have a gprade of twenty -one feet on my place located in a convenient place 
for an underground crossing. I have applied at different times to the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy railroad for this crossing but they have failed to do anything 
for me. I am now feeding two carloads of cattle and one of hogs I am in 
urgent need of this crossing and think it just and right I should have it, and I now 
apply to you men that my rights and privileges may be respected, and kindly ask 
of you to give this your prompt attention and investigate this matter and you will 
find it just as I have represented, and I am sure you will say I deserve it. " 

The matter was taken up with the railway company and on September 19, 1900, 
Mr. C M. Levey, superintendent of Iowa lines, wrote the board substantialjly as 
follows: 

. **I find that Mr. Sconce already has two private crossings at grade, and we 
are also permitting him to use an opening through our track for an undercrossing 
for his hogs. There is a public highway that also furnishes him a good crossing 
near his home. He has water on both sides of the track for his stock . You will 
see, therefore, that he already has better facilities for crossing our track than he is 
entitled to, and very much better facilities than those usually expected or furnished . 

' ' We have just completed some improvements for him at his crossing in the 
way of better gates, etc., which seem to satisfy him, and I think you will hear no 
further complaint from him ,** 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. Sconce and as he has made no reply the 
case is closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2254—1900. 
J. W. Critchfield, Lucas, Iowa, 

vs. 



Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- I 



I- 

'ON & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 

Complaint filed August 6, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 



Overcharge. 



"I have been shipping old houses that I have been taking down for twelve 
years and have been paying from $11 to $12 per car. I have been loading at 
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Ottumwa, Iowa, and ship to Cleveland, Iowa. My last two cars cost $36.57 
when it should have been $21.64, as I loaded on the same ground and unloaded 
on same. I have notified the company, but get no satisfaction. You gentlemen 
please look it up. If they are about to change the rates I think they should let 
me know." 

The railroad company by Mr. J. M. Betchel, division freight' agent, wrote the 
Board in answer thereto on August 7th, as follows: 

* 'Yours of August 6th with one of August 5th from J .W. Critchfield, of Lucas, 
Iowa, just received, and in reply will say that this matter was up some time ago 
and we wrote to Mr. Critchfield as follows: 

Mr, J. W. Critchfitld^ Lucas, Iowa: 

Dear Sir:— I find apoo iovettigatlon that joor first shipment was billed as old ]niDt>er and went 
charged at old Inmbcr rate without being detected, whereas it should have been billed as portable 
houses and a higher rate applied. The truth is, the charges on the car of old lumber should be raised 
to the portable bouse rate, or if it is allowed to stand as It is now you are so much ahead. We cannot 
reduce our rate on these portable or old houses. J . M. B." 



« f I 



The same answer, I think, would apply to this letter of Aug^ust 3th, copy of 
which you have sent me under date of August 5th. The commodities referred to, 
strictly speaking, are not old lumber— they are old houses such as are called 
portable houses, as we understand it, and the classification provides and the 
inspector has so ruled that instead of taking theoldlumt>er rate the rate applicable 
to old houses should apply." 

A copy of the foregoing was sent the complainant and he was advised if he had 
been shipping portable houses it was proper to apply the portable house rate and 
not the old lumber rate. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2255—1900. 
Arthur Lrb , Suprrvisor , Dundrr , Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago Grrat Wbstbrn Railway 
Company. 



Street crossing. 



Complaint filed August 14, 1900. 

Mr. Arthur Lee, of Dundee, Iowa, Supervisor road district No. 1, wrote the 
commission on August 6, 1900, that about a year previous a street had been laid 
out in the town of Dundee across the right of way and tracks of the Chicago 
Great Western Railway Company and although that company had been requested 
several times to open the street in question, they declined to do so. Mr. Lee fur- 
ther stated that they had but one crossing in Dundee and that there was a O0W 
addition south of the railway tracks that would be g^atly benefitted by the cross- 
ing asked for. 

The case was taken up with the railway company, and further correspondence 
was had with the complainant. This correspondence developed the fact that the 
street had been established since the construction of the railroad and that the pro- 
per and necessary legal steps had not been taken to carry the street across the 
railway company's property. This being the case the commissioners advised Mr. 
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Lee that they could make no order, and must of necessity close the case without 
prejudice. 

The railway company, however, by Mr. S. C. Stickney, General Manager, 
stated that if there was any necessity at Dundee for additional crossing the com- 
pany would be glad to put it in. Mr. Stickney stated, however, and was borne 
out substantially by the complainant, that the proposed crossing would be but 300 
feet distant from the crossing already provided, that it would cross their station 
grounds, that there were only about twenty persons or so living south of the track 
in the town of Dundee and the hardship of going a block extra to get into the bus- 
iness part of Dundee was not so g^^at as to demand the establishing of another 
crossing or to warrant the extra danger incurred in having a street crossing through 
depot grounds. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 27, 1900. 



No. 2256—1900. 
Mrs. J. S. Irwin, Tama, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago & North-Western Railway 
Company. 



^ f'arm crossing. 



Complaint filed August 16, 1900. 

The complainant in this case wrote the commission as follows: 

'*La8t year when the North-Western Railway company were g^rading for their double track they 
made impassable the only road crossings that leads to my farm of no acres in sections 24 and 2S, in 
Indian Valley township. Tama county. At that time they said that as soon as they could get their 
road-bed fixed they would repair the crossing. This they failed to do, and later in the fall they took 
out the gates and fenced up the right of way. 

Now, the fact is, this crossing, although a private one, had been used continually for the last 
thirty years, and is the. only possible ^ay of reaching this land, as the Iowa river closes it on the 
south and there is no other crossing over the railroad on the north. 

.\t the present time there is twenty-five acres of barley harvested on this land, and I can neither 
get a threshing machine to the barley, or the barley to the machine. 

The railway company's attention has been called to this matter and they have frequently been 
requested to repair said crossing and open it, but they refuse to unless I sign a release from all injur- 
ies that might accrue on this crossing and agree to the grading and pay all other expense incurred in 
building said crossing, and then they only agree to keep it open until July i, 1901, at the same time 
reserving the right to close it at any time; this I refuse to sign. 

Will you kindly give this matter the immediate attention it deserves, and if your board does not 
have jurisdiction in the case, please inform me how I should proceed." 

The matter was brought to the attention of the railway company, and Mr. W. 
A. Gardner, the general manager, wrote the commission on August 22d, stating 
that two propositions had been presented to the complainant, one looking to the 
opening of a public highway on the section line, which through failure of parties 
interested to act, had thus far developed no results. The other proposition was to 
provide for a private crossing, including the use of a portion of the company's 
right of way for a short distance, contingent upon Mrs. Irwin's executing the nec- 
essary document preserving to the North-Western Railway company its title to the 
property so used. Mr. Gardner further stated that he hoped a settlement would 
soon be reached. 

On October 13, 1900, Mr. Gardner again wrote the board stating an agreement 
had been reached with Mrs. Irwin, and the crossing would be put in to her entire 

14 
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satisfaction. On October 16th, Messrs. Willett & Huber, attorneys for Mrs. Irwin, , 
confirmed Mr. Gardner's letter. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



4 



No. 2257—1900. 
J. H. DuRETTE, Randolph, Iowa. 

vs. 

Tabor & Northern Railway Company. , 



. Imperfect condition of scales 



Complaint filed August 17, 1900. 

On August 16th the complainant wrote the governor stating that the stock scales 
of the respondent railway company, at Tabor, Iowa, did not weigh correctiy. 
The governor referred the complaint to the Commission, after some corres- 
pondence Mr. R. McClelland, manager of the railway company, wrote 
the Board, stating that the scales had been out of order on account of the 
rotting of the timbers, but had been rebuilt and were now in perfect order. Mr. 
McClelland further stated that the scales were private property, and no shippers 
were obliged to use them, two others being near by, and that their freight charges 
were not based upon the weights as shown by the scales complained of. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



No. 2258—1900. 
Chicago Gre vt Western Railway Com- ' 

PANY. 



vs. 



John Kennedy. 



Application for permission to con^ 
demn depot grounds in Black Hawk 
county. 



Application filed August 23, 1900. 

The Board fixed September 19, 1900, for viewing the premises in question, but 
on September 8th the attorneys for the railway company advised the Board that 
the matter had been adjusted to the satisfaction of both the railway company and 
the land owner. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 






■ Highway crossing. 



No. 2259—1900. 
G. J. GiTTiNGER, Chariton, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 

Complaint filed August 28, 1900. 

On August 22, 1900, Mr. G. J. Gittinger, Township Clerk, White Breast Town- 
ship, Lucas County, wrote the Board as follows: 



I 
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"The Board of Supervisors of this county, (Lucas) about one year ago, located 
a highway in this township, which crosses the tracks of the Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy Railway. 

Personal notice was served upon all residents interested, who might claim dam- 
ages, and notice by publication only upon the railroad company. Quite a number 
presented claims for damages which were paid by petitioners for road. The railroad 
company made no claims for damages , and received nothing . This spring the high- 
way supervisor notified the Road Master of the railroad company to put in a 
crossing where the new highway crosses the railroad tracks, but no attention was 
j paid to his notice, I then as Township Clerk by order of the Trustees notified the 
division superintendent to have said crossing made as soon as possible; this 
brought the roadmaster out to see me and he said he would put in the crossing, 
t« also present a bill to the county for $400.00 to pay for same. 

• i **What I want to know is this: First, are they entitled by law to any sum? 

Second who has to pay for crossings when a new highway is laid out which 
^ crosses a railroad?" 

■^ The complaint was sent the railway company, and the Commissioners asked 

that the genereral solicitor of said company state to the Board his view of .the legal 
questions involved in Mr. Gittinger's inquiry. 

On November 21st, Mr. C. M. Levey, superintendent of the Iowa division, 
wrote the Board as follows: 

*'I am sorry not to have been able to have sent you earlier reply respecting 
highway crossing in Whitebreast township, Lucas county, Iowa, about which you 
wrote us some time ago, but I have only just been able to complete my investiga- 
tions of the matter. 

''While we think that there is sufficient grounds to warrant us, if we desired, 
in resisting the opening of this highway as not legally established, we have con- 
cluded nevertheless to build wing fences, put in cattle guards, crossing signs, and 
crossing planks over our tracks at this crossing, whenever the authorities have 
completed the grading of the highway up to our tracks so that crossing can be 
used.*' 

In sending a copy of the above to Mr. Gittinger he was told that unless he was 
heard from to the contrary this would be regarded as closing the case. Nothing 
further has been heard from complainant. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2260—1900. 

T. C. Cunningham and Others, Vinton, 
Iowa , 

vs. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 



Reqmst for through freight service. 



Complaint filed August 30, 1899. 

This was in the nature of a request that the railway company be required to 
stop its through freight train at Vinton to accommodate the dealers at that point 
desiring to receive fruit, etc., by that train. 

The case was taken up with the railway company, and on Septembsr 15, 1899, 
Mr. Brady, General Agent of the company, made answer as follows: 
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"Fully answering yours of August the 30th, submitting a copy of the com- 
plaint of Mr. Cunningham and others relative to the manner in which through 
freight from Chicago , consigned to parties at Vinton . is handled at Cedar Rapids 
while in transit, I would say that I do not believe this company should be criticised 
for simply following the rules and regulations governing the operation of railroads 
made necessary by business competition. It is a regulation of all railroad compa- 
nies to run through freight trains for the same purpose for which through passen- 
ger trains are operated, viz., to meet fast time schedules at competitive points, and, 
should the company not pursue this plan in handling this class of traffic, it would 
daily be subjected to a great pecuniary loss. 

"It is our desire to treat all of our patrons as fairly as the rules of active compe- 
tition will permit , but I think it will appear obvious to the Board that should we 
fail to meet the requirements of our patrons, say at Waterloo, and other cities on 
our line similarly situated, in the matter of the time of transporting goods from 
Chicago, we would soon be without any through business to these points. 

* 'We realize that Vinton is one of the prominent stations on our road, and as an 
instance that we have not discriminated against it as a community, in any way, I 
would simply cite the fact that notwithstanding the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & 
Northern is the only line running through it, we are at the present time spending 
more in improvements in that city than at any other station on our road, whether 
junction, competitive or otherwise. This, I think, will appear to you as sufficient 
evidence that we have the welfare and prosperity of «that city in view, and that it 
is not our intention to do anything to cause an unusual or unjust discrimination 
against it either as a corporation , or the persons transacting business within its 
borders." 

A copy of the foregoing was sent the complainants, and later investigation 
developed that the fruit shipments were in such small quantities, and from so many 
localities as to hardly justify any interference with the running of this through 
freight train. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2261—1900. 
Parsons Bros., Lurav, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago Great Wh stern Railway Com- 
pany. 



- Bad condition of right-of-way fences. 



Complaint filed September 10, 1900. 

The complainants in this case wrote the board, that upon their stock farm near 
Luray, the railway company's fences were in a bad condition, and although they 
had made effort to have the same repaired, the company had done nothing; that 
they had several head of stock killed and wanted the fence repaired to prevent 
further loss. 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company, and finally on October 
12th the commissioners were advised that the fences had been thoroughly repaired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



^ Conctming cars for hay shipment. 
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No. 2262—1900. 
J. D. Morris, Hornick, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- i 
WAY Company. J 

Complaint filed September 11, 1900. 

The complainant in this case wrote the board stating that the agent of the com- 
pany had declined to let him have a car to ship his hay; that he was under agree- 
ment to ship three or four cars of baled hay to Sioux City; that the hay was 
exposed to the rain, etc. 

The commission took the matter up with the railway company by telegfraph, 
asking the railway company to afiford Mr. Morris some relief. Immediately came 
the telegram that Mr. Morris would be supplied with cars. Later, on September 
12th, Mr. Williams wrote the board as follows: 

* * Upon investigation I find that the furnishing of cars for shipments of hay to 
Sioux City from Hornick was stopped on account of the cars not being unloaded 
promptly after their arrival at Sioux City, as, evidently, the hay was not needed 
for immediate use at that point , and with the demand for cars all over the system 
we cannot afford to have them tied up waiting to be unloaded . 

''Assuming, however, that this particular hay will be unloaded promptly we 
have arranged to furnish them some more cars.'* 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



No. 2263—1900. 
Simon Dallinbr, Mt. Pleasant, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail 
road Company. 



■ Under-grade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed September 21, 1900. 

This was a complaint concerning application for an under grade farm crossing, 
which the company failed to construct, as the complainant averred, had been 
agreed upon. 

Before the case was heard, however, the commissioners were advised that the 
matter had been adjusted . 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1900. 
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No. 2264—1900. 
J. E. Duncan, Ames, Iowa, 

vs. 

Chicago & North-Western Railway 
Company. 



^ Requirement of lease for use of site 
for coal house. 



Complaint filed September 24, 1900. 

Mr. J. E. Duncan, of Ames, Iowa, wrote the board on September 22d , stat- 
ing that he had a serious complaint to make against the North-Westem Railway 
company; that he had rented ground to a resident to build a small coal house on; 
that in building his warehouse, he had placed it three feet on the Chicago & North- 
Western's right of way; that later, he, himself, purchased the warehouse and paid 
the railway company $5.00 rent for the ground; that two months after he had paid 
the rent, they demanded that he sign an "iron clad" lease; that he declined to 
sign the lease, but stated that he would sign an ordinary lease; that on January 
1st he rented the coal house to another party; and that because he had refused to 
sign the lease referred to, the railway company would not deliver carloads to the 
warehouse in question. 

The complaint was immediately taken up with the railway company, and on 
October 10th the commissioners were advised that amicable adjustment of the dif- 
ferences between the complainant and the railway company had been made. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



No. 2265—1900. 
TowNSEND & Merrill, Dike, Iowa, 



1 



^^* |- Site for lumber and coal yard. 



Chicago & North-Western Railway 
Company. J 

Complaint filed September 29, 1900. 

This was a matter brought to the board by the complainants to secure lease of 
grounds from the railway company along its side track for the purpose of 
operating a coal and lumber yard. Before any action was taken by the commis- 
sion, however, they wrote that the case had been adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



No. 2266-1900. 
A. A. Beech, Collins, Iowa, 1 

^^* \ Cattle guards at private crossings. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- | 
WAY Company. J 

Complaint filed October 1, 1900. 

The Board received a complaint from Mr. A. A. Beech, Collins, Iowa, stating 
that a line of the C, M. & St. Paul railroad divided his farm into two sections; 
that he was compelled to drive his cattle across the track and he was caused a 
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great deal of trouble by the stock running down the right of way which would be 
obviated if he was provided with cattle guards, etc. The case was taken up at once 
with the railway company and on October 29, Mr. H. R. Williams general manager 
advised the Board that owing to the fact that the crossing complained of by Mr. Beech 
was one which he used in reaching the highway from his farm buildings , the com- 
pany would supply the said crossing with cattle guards as requested . This being a 
satisfactory adjustment of the case the same was closed. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2267-1900. 
Spencer Grain Co., Minneapolis, Minn. ^ 

^^* )■ The termination of lease for elevator 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern | at rystal lake^ Iowa, 
Railway . J 

Inquiry filed October 2. 

Under date of September 28, the Spencer Grain company wrote the Board as 
follows: * 'We herewith enclose you letter from W. P. Brady, general agent of the 
B., C R. & N. Railway. In explanation of this will say, that some weeks ago 
we purchased an elevator at Crystal Lake, la., from Mr. E. G. Terwilliger of 
this city, and after having done so, we run up against a rule of this company in 
regard to elevator sites which is entirely new to us. We have been iii the business 
some twenty years, having a line on the Milwaukee road, and have been buying 
and selling elevators all of this time but have never before had any difficulty in 
regard to transfer of leases. We wish to inquire whether or not there is any way 
of compelling this railroad company to make the transfer asked for. Will you 
kindly oblige us by the information asked . ' ' 

In answer to the foregoing the Board, on October 2, said: 

* * 'Replying to your favor of the 28th of September, 1900, you are advised that 
under the laws of this state, and the decisions of the courts of this state, it is the 
opinion of this Board that you would not have the right to transfer the possession 
of the property leased of the B., C. R. & N. Ry. company to any person, a 
stranger or not a party to said lease, without the consent or approval of the rail- 
way company. 

"We believe the railway company sustain the same relations to questions of this 
kind as a private corporation or individual, and that it has the right to say who 
shall or who shall not occupy or enjoy the possession of its property. 

'Your attention is called to Section 2090 of the code of Iowa, 1897, which is as 
follows: ' Attornment to stranger. The payment of rent, or delivery of pos- 
session of leased premises, to not one the lessor, is void, unless made with his 
consent, or in pursuance of a judgment or decree of the court or judicial sale.' 
We believe this fully answers your communication.** 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 
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No. 2268—1900. 

Burlington, Cbdar Rapids Northern \Conditionof the Plat fortn of Waterloo, 
Railway Company. j Iowa. 

This is a matter the Railway Commissioners took up with the railway company, 
on October 2, 1900, having observed that the platform of the passenger 
station at Waterloo, was hardly safe for passengers, especially at night. 
Inasmuch as the company expected to improve their station buildings, 
platform, etc. the Board only requested that at this time suitable lights 
be provided on the platform, so that the passengers might alight from 
an take passage on the night trains with safety. The railway company complied 
with the improvements requested. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 20, 1900. 



Construction of oaerhead highway 
crossing. 



No. 2269—1900. 

John Johnson and othbrs. Township 
Trustees, Wall Lake, Iowa. 

vs. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. 

Complaint filed October 5, 1899. 

On October 5, 1899, the Board received the following, dated Wall Lake, Iowa, 

September 28, 1899: 

"The Illinois Central Railway Company in building an overhead crossing at the public highway 
between sections iS and i6, township 86 range 36, W. 5tb P. M. in building they drove the piling only 
12 10-12 feet apart, that is the bents, this is too close, and ought to be so feet so as to let binders, hay 
racks, etc., i?o through. Hoping that you can get this widened out to what is legal, at least, we remain. 

Respectfully, 

John A. Johnson, 
John Spurrell, 
MichaklReis[ng, 
Township Trustees?* 

The matter was taken up with the railway company at once, and on October 17, 
1899, Mr. J. T. Harahan, second vice-president, advised the Boad that it was the 
intention of the engineering department to widen the roadway at the under-ground 
highway crossing just as soon as the track was laid to that point, which would 
probably be in the course of a few weeks. 

On October 21, 1899, the complainants wrote the Commissioners stating that if 
some one connected with the Illinois Central railway company having authority, 
would agree in writing that this crossing would be put in good condition that would 
be satisfactory. The Commissioners replied that Mr. Harahan was thoroughly 
competent to represent the railway company, and the Board had never found 
any occasion as yet to question his word. The complainants were requested, how- 
ever, to advise the Board if, when the track was laid to the point in question, the 
crossing was not fixed up satisfactory to them. 

On March 2, 1900, Mr. Johnson again wrote the Board, stating that the people 
were blaming the township trustees for the delay in the needed work at the cross- 
ing, and on June 29, 1900, Mr. J. T. Harahan advised the Board that it was 
arranged to have the necessary work done at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 
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No. 2270—1900. 
J. B. Dennis, Traer, Iowa. 

vs. 

Chicago & North -Western 
Company. 



Railway 



Depot not kept open for night trains. 



Complaint filed October 10, 1900. 

Mr. J. B. Dennis, of Traer, Iowa, wrote the Hoard on October 10th as follows: 

' * 1 have been asked by a great many of our citizens to ask you if there is any 
law in Iowa that would compel the Chicago & North- Western railway company to 
keep their waiting room open in their depot here nights. We have a train going 
south at 11 p. M., and a train going north at 4 a. m., both night trains, and they 
do not keep a night man, nor do not open depot after 6 pm. until next morning 
7 or 8 A. M. 

* 'Traer and vicinity subscribed and paid four-fifths or $6,000 cash to this Chicago 
&. North-Western railway company to assist « in building into Traer, and our citizens 
would like a night man at the depot, or at least an open waiting room, where 
passengers could get in out of the weather and storm, if any. If trains happen to 
be hours late passengers stand on the platform and waits, he don't know how long. 

* ' Please to tell me what the law is in Iowa about this, and what we should do to 
get the Chicago & North-Western railway company to open the waiting room to 
the public." 

The Commissioners took this case up with the Chicago & North-Western rail- 
railway company, stating that it was the opinion of the Board that the railway sta- 
tions should be properly heated and lighted, and open a reasonable lengh of time 
before the arrival and after the departure of all trains carrying passengers. 

On October 20, 1900, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager, wrote the board 
stating, * 'We have made arrangements whereby the depot will be kept open at al^ 
hours for the convenience of passengers." 

The above was communicated to Mr. Dennis and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



1 
I 
I- Under-grade farm crossing. 



No. 2271-1900. 

A. Longman, Logan, Iowa, 

vs. 

Ft. Dodge & Omaha Railroad Company 
(Illinois Central Railroad Company . ) J 

Complaint filed October 19, 1899. 

On date of October 19, 1899, the board received the following complaint: 

A. Longman, Complainant, 



vs. 



The Port Dodge & Omaha Railroad 
Company. ) 



V Complaint, 



The complainant, A. Longman, respectfully shows this honorable board that he is a resident of 
the county of Harrison, in the state of Iowa, and has there resided for many years pasU 
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Tbat he is the owner of an Improved and cultivated farm in the Boyer valley and adjacent thereto 
consistinflf of about eight hundred (800) acres described as follows, to-wit: 

The £. H *' of the Se ^ of section $s and the S. H of the S. H of section 36. all in township 79, 
range 43. Lots i. a, 3, 4, Si 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10, in section 4, and lots i, 5 and 6 and the parts of 2 and 4 
east of the Boyer river in section Si aH in township 78, range 43. All of which will more fully appear 
from plat hereto attached marked exhibit ' 'A" and made a part hereof. 

That the Fort Dodge & Omaha Railroad company, a railroad corporation, has surveyed, located 
and partially or nearly constructed a railroad across and over a portion of said land, to-wit: 

Commencing near the northeast corner of the E.% ol the Se. K of said section 3S1 running thence 
southwesterly diagonally across the same, and lots i, 2 and 4 in said section s. as shown by red line 
drawn across the said descriptions which substantially represents the location of the i»aid railroad. 
That the distance thus traversed across cemplainants land by said railroad is nearly or quite one mile. 

That thf land above described, to-wit: The E. yi (east half) of Se. K of section 3S, township 79, 
range 43, and lot i, section s. township 78, range 43, is in cultivation and lots 2 and 4 are meadow or 
grass land. 

That the said farm is devoted to agriculture, stock raising, grazing and feeding. And that a large 
amount of stock is kept thereon during the summer and winter and throughout the year. That during 
the fall and winter months particularily it will be necessarv for the stock, horses and cattle to cross 
over the said railroad as often as twice a day at the least in order to feed on the west side of the said 
railroad and return to the east side for water. 

That a grade crossing for the purposes aforesaid is inadequate. It is dangerous to stock. It very 
seriously depreciates the use and utility of the land on the west side of the said railroad, besides, it 
increases the hazard to the public in affording frequent opportunity for collisions. 

That prior to the construction of the roadbed across the said land the complainant requested the 
said company to build therein an under-grade crossinsr and designated the location thereof. That the 
said company recopiized the reasonableness of said request and the necessity of such crossing, and 
assented thereto and when it built its roadbed it left an opening therein for such crossing. That there- 
after it hauled the necessary timbers and materials to complete the construction of such under-grade 
crossing and delivered it at the place thus designated for the same. That for reasons unknown to the 
complainant, without his consent and against his protestations, the said company has closed the gap 
in the said roadbed intended for said under-grade crossing and now refuses to build or permit one upon 
the said premises. 

That the damages and inconvenience resulting from the refusal to so build said under-grade cross- 
ing to complainant and to the said premises is very serious and vexatious and in the sum of not less 
than |i, 000. 

Wherefore complainant prays that your honorable board will take cognizance of the matters and 
thinKS herein alleged. That you invoke the power confered upon you by law, to the end that you 
properly investigate the facts and circumstances of this case and order and require the said railroad 
company to construct and maintain the said under-gtade crossing in accordance with law 

S. I. King, 
Attorney for Complainant. 

Complaint was submitted to the Illinois Central Railroad company, and Mr. S. 
I. King, attorney for the complainant, was advised that as far as his claim for 
money damages was concerned, the board could have legally nothing to do. Mr. 
J. T. Harahan, second vice-president of the Illinois Central Railroad company, 
wrote the board under date of November 28, 1899, concerning this case as follows: 

"Referring to your letter of the 19th ultimo, with which you sent me copy of petition filed by 
Mr. A. Longman, concerning under-grade farm crossing near Logan, Iowa, in which he states that 
when this company built its roadbed through his property it left an opening at the point marked "1310" 
on the attached blue print, foran under-grade crossing, but that it afterwards closed the gap. I have 
looked into the matter carefully and find that the property in question is occupied by a tenant of Mr. 
Longman's, who has at present very few, if any, cattle on the farm. The price paid Mr. Longman for 
the right of way through his farm was I13S0, which, it seems to me, was ample compensation for any 
damages which may have been done to the property. 

For engineering purposes it was originally intended to put in a waterway at the point marked "1310" 
on the blueprint, but it was afterwards found that the one span waterway would not be needed and 
the opening was filled up. 

The representative of the Fort Dodge & Omaha Railroad company, who bargained with Mr. Long- 
man for the right of way through his farm, says that an under-crossing was not promised when he 
made arrangements for the right of way, and that he was very positive in his statements to Mr. Long- 
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man. that while he might have the use of any waterway which might be placed there, he bad no 
authority to promise anything of the sort, as a crossing, or that there would be a waterway left. 

As above stated, the timbers, etc. , which were hauled there, were intended for use in constructing 
a waterway which was afterwards abandoned, it having been found that a waterway was qot needed. 
At the point marked "1343" on the attached blue print, Harris Grove creek crosses the right of way 
and there is an eighty-four foot trestle over it, which will give ample room for Mr. Longman's stock 
to be driven under the road-bed, entering from his own land and passing out upon the other side upon 
his own land. 

It seems to me that the arrangements which have been made should be satisfactory to Mr. 
LoDgmao. 

Copy of the foregoing was submitted to Mr. King. 

The case rested until May 9, 1900, when Mr. King, attorney for the complain- 
ant sent the board affidaxnts of Messrs. A. Longman, Joe Dullaghan, J. C. Har- 
rington, and himself. These affidavits tended to substantiate the claim that the 
complainant had an understanding with the railroad company to furnish him 
an under passage way for stock, as well as an ordinary farm crossing at grade. 

After notice to the parties concerned , the Board visited the premises in question 
on June 28th, and there met complainant, his attorney, and representative of the 
railroad company. Mr. J. F. Duncombe, attorney for the railroad, made claim 
that the Board had no jurisdiction in this case in as much as the complainant had 
been provided with the crossing contemplated by the statute, and that if any agree- 
, ment had been made between the complainant and representatives of the railroad^ 
other than the crossing provided by the statute, that was a matter the Board of 
Railroad (.-ommissioners could not adjudicate, as it was within the jurisdiction of 
the courts only. 

Mr. S. I. King, attorney for the complainant, admitted that his client had a 
good grade crossing, and further admitted that an under passage way for stock 
would not meet all his requirements. 

At this hearing the Commissioners expressed the opinion that as the law requires 
a railroad company to provide a land owner whose land is crossed by a railroad with 
an adequate means of crossing the same, and that the complainant in this case had 
admitted that such an under crossing as could be constructed would not be 
adequate for all purposes, and that the railroad company had already provided an 
adequate crossing at grade, the Board would hardly have any authority to make 
any order in this case. 

However, upon Mr. King's representation that he might wish to file something 
new in this matter, the case was held open twenty days as per his request, but up 
to this date nothing further has been heard from the complainant or his attorney. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 22,1900. 



Np. 2272—1900. 

Edward Galbraith, Webb, Iowa. ^ 

I 
vs . (• Failure to furnish cars at Gillet 

I Grove for hay shipments . 

Chic.\go,Millwaukee& St. Paul Rail- i 

WAY Company. J 

Complaint filed October 25, 1900. 

The complainant in this case said that he had waited for two weeks for cars in 
which to load his hay at Gillet Grove; that his hay was spoiling and he must have 
cars. 
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The complaint was taken up' by telegram with the railway company and on 
October 27th. telegram was received from General Manager Williams of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, stating that Mr. Galbraith's order for 
cars had been filled. The complainant was asked to advise the Board should he 
have any further trouble, but no answer was received in response thereto. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2273—1900. 

L. A. Britson, Roland, Iowa, 1 

I 
vs. y Site for lutnber house ^ etc, 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed November 7, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was substantially as follows: Mr. L. A. Britson, of 
Roland, Iowa, acting upon telegram received from Mr. C E. Macy, of the Iowa 
Central Railway company, on May 15, 1900, built a lumber shed on the ground 
indicated therein; that he is now ordered to remove the lumber shed, which will 
cause him great loss and damage, which loss he does not believe he should be 
required to suifer. The telegram received in the above is as follows: 

May is, 1900. 
L. A. Britson^ 

May locate lumber shed on ground leveled north of depot on following conditions: Sheds shall at 
no point be nearer than fifty feet oi depot and ihall be built so that side nearest track shall be parallel 
with it. E. C. Macy. 

The above complaint was at once sent Mr. H. G. Kelley, chief engineer of the 
Iowa Central Railway company, who replied on November 8, 1900, as follows: 

* ' I am in receipt of your kind favor of November 7th relative to the matter of 
site on this Company's station grounds at Roland, Iowa, now occupied by Mr. 
Britson. 

* ' There is no disposition on the part of the Company to ask Mr. Britson to 
remove his present lumber shed from off the Company's station grounds, nor is it 
opposed to the building of the shed which he contemplates under permission 
granted him by a former employe of this department, which permission is now 
contrary to the rules and regulations of the present management in locating build- 
ings on the Company's station grounds in proximity to the Company's buildings. 

' ' I furthermore will state that Mr. Britson has not given a correct statement of 
the matter. He has not been notified to remove any building he has erected, but 
through this Company's agent at Roland notice was given that he would not be 
permitted to erect any more buildings. Since this notice was given, a copy of 
message dated May 15th granting him permission to erect a shed as he desires was 
brought to my attention . Inasmuch as Mr. Britson did not take advantage of this 
permission to complete his buildings at the time ot the erection of the building now 
on the ground, this Company is still willing to carry out any agreement made and 
has so advised Mr. Britson, providing that he executes an agreement observing the 
rules and regulations therein, which this Company has in force with all parties on 
station grounds." 

Subsequent to the receipt of the foregoing, the Commissioners were advised that 
Mr. Britson had no cause for complaint, and on November 23, 1900, Mr. Brit- 
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son wrote the Board stating that the railway company had written him to build on 
the ground he had located, which was satisfactory to him. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1900. 



No. 2274—1900. 

J. P. Howe, Fenton, Iowa, ] 

I 

V Overcharge — Interstate, 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway I 
Company. J 

Complaint filed November 13, 1900. 

Mr. J. P. Howe of Fenton complained that the Chicago & Northwestern Rail- 
way company was charging him two locals on shipment of stone and brick, from 
Mankato, Minn., to Fenton, via Burt. 

While the Commissioners regarded the case as one notcomingwithin their juris- 
diction, they took the matter up with the railway company, and on January 4th 
the Board was informed a continuous mileage rate did not apply on such ship- 
ments until October 16, 1899, and that prior to that day the sum of the two locals 
governed. This condition arose from the fact that the new line of the Chicago & 
Northwestern Railway company from Burt west, upon which line Fenton is 
located, was not turned over to the Chicago & Northwestern Railway company 
by the construction company until the date named. 

Mr. Howe was informed of the particulars in the case and the matter closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 23, 1900. 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE 5- 



RAILROADS. 



INCOME BONDS. 



N 



V 



O s « 

< 



S V 

9 9 

o m 
E.2 

< 



< 






Sfl. 

cs « * 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Marshalltown & Dakota 

Burlington. Cedar Rapids & Northern . . 

Cedar Rapids. Garner & N.-W 

Chicago, Burlinifton & Quincy 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City... 

Kansas City, St. Joe Ik Council Bluffs. 

St. Louis, Keokuk & N.-W 

Chicago, Ft Madison & Des Moines.... 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, St. Paul^ Minn & O 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Des Moines Northern & Western 

Dubuque & Sioux City 

Stacvville R. R 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

MascnCity & Ft. Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Sioux City & Northern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



Total, 



I 71,738,000.00 



500,000.00 



I SI. 728, 000. 00 



Soo,ooo.oo 



$ 72,338,000,00 



I 53.338,000.00 



$ 51.738,000.00 



16.48 



40, 000. 00 
500,000.00 



153,368.016.48 
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FUNDED DEBT. 





INCOME 


. BOND. 




EQUIPMENT TRUST OBLIGATIONS. 




INTEREST. 


Amount of 
authorized 
issue. 


Amount is- 
sued. 


Amount out- 
standing. 


Cash realized 
on amount 
issued. 


INTEREST. 


m 


Accrued 
during 
year. 


Paid dur- 
ing year. 


• 
« 

X 


Accrued 
during 
year. 


Paid dur- 
ing year. 


4 


• • ■ . « ■ < 
• • • • • ■ ■ 
•••• •>■• 

* « • • • * a 


1 2.053.840.00 

• 


1 2.500.000.00 




• • 

i 500,000.00 


■ • • • 


a • 

5 


1 20,012.50 


1 20,012.50 






• • ■ • « • 


•«. •■•••« 


•••••• ••••• 






• • • • • • « 










• • 


•■■«•■• ■• 









-•■a«s«a •••• 






- ■ • ■ • • - 










\ 


















• • • « ■ 






I.S65.43 


1,975.00 
























6 


3o,oco 00 


29,070.00 


•28.000,000 00 


I28.000 000.00 


26,136,000.00 




5 


1,306,300.00 


1,301.225.00 




















































































































.. f . . 












































. 


















































































70,869.24 


54.450.23 








9900 










































































• a • • 
























































« 
























l3i,S6S.4a 












mam 








$2,o&4i885.oo 


150,500,000 00 


ta8,o7o,869.a4 


f26 690,450.23 




i 1,326.312.50 


« 1. 331. 336. So 



* Dcbentura t>onds. 



230 TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPOKT OF THE 

TABLE No. 7— STOCKS 





STOCKS OWHMD. 




RAILWAY STOCKS, 


OTHIl 


RALLROADS. 


« 


pi 


1 

1 




\ &C 11 












Mfe.mioo.™ 


t 13.000.00 


t 33.Wo.oo 










1. 5W. 100.00 




1,597. 100.0c 










<l,4Bl.I44.1J 


i.rti,3S7i! 


»5.3i».«J.K 
















55.0K..0C1 
































S.JM,6g7.*8 


S, 860.00 


^:?a?; 






S6i.Jio.oo 




':S.-S:S 


111.393-00 


"■4;iii;6i;.-6^ 




■"ISImF^"''-'"™''---- 


























5. Bo 




■• S.to 




SUMvilleHaiIro,,.] 
























































3*3.5". CO 


990.00 




















WilliBM&Siodi FbIIi 


1.500,000.00 




1.500.000.00 
















»,6ai,SSi.6S 


79.w).oo 


io,S»M 








NAmOW CAUGK «OADS. 






























Tot.l 


li73.fcS.7J3-34 


fa. « 1.551. 25 


»34.iJ«.S4i 17 


I9.9»7.i6i90 
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AND BONDS. 



STOCKS OWNBD. 


BONDS OWNBD. 


STOCKS. 


RAILWAY BONDS. 


OTHBR BONDS. 


Income or 
dividend 
received. 


• 

a 


*^ 

(9 

> 


Total par 
value. 


Income or 
interest 
received 


• 

c 


H 
> 


Total par 
value. 


Income or 
interest 
received. 


g 

> 






1 96405,052.39 


1 93, 190.' M 

• > • • 

825.3o5.'76 


$3.* 045,245. 88 
10,482,251.60 








$ 23,000.00 


1 466,000.00 


$ 22,770.00 


















• • ■ ■ • • ■ 

3.C7S.OO 


I i37,'357'78 

SS.oio.oo 
7,800.00 


14,' 442, 258. 87 


434.500.00 


9,900.00 


i 434.500.00 






























































349,314.30 
232.472.00 


9.000.00 
9,143,000.00 


230.00 
22,490.00 


9,000.00 
9.139,452.50 








2,647.50 


42, 500. 00 


1,235 00 


2i35o.oo 


S2Q. TOO. GO 




5,5410.000.00 
3,284,000.00 


^40.00 
5,830.00 














3,284,000.00 




...... .... 



















































460,500.00 


32,235.00 


523.073.13 


































































• • - • • • 

5,024 00 












































587,000.00 


27,180.00 


567, 000. 00 




540.00 














• -•••••a •• 
























































i7ii^a9.1i 


195,805.00 


123,000.00 




123,000.00 


1,000.00 




■ I 000 Od 






































. 




















$730. 041.84 


t 982. 783. o8bi9Q.90^,8i 1.26 


tt.006.qoo.90 


$ 27.173023.11 


S 944.000.00 


t 34.445 00 


t 4S7.R50.00 



i 
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i" 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 9— COST OF ROAD AND EQUIPMENT 





COST OF CONSTRUCTION. 


COST OF EQUIPMENT. 


RAILROADS. 


o5 


4 


• 

1 

hi 

04 


si 

V 

fli 


2i 

31 

0— » 
H 


a 
3. 


Ames & College 

Atchison.Topeka&S.Fe 
Marshalltown & Dakota 
Burlinffton .C. R. & Nor . . 


• ••« • • ••• 

1391,528,89502 

22.o65.934.'58 
168.472.80 


■•••■• •• «• 

>398,9i3,875.i3 

22,167,188.75 
168,472.80 


$ 54*439.00 

• • • • • « • 

91,636.45 

48.' 841. 88 
39.173.44 

70.834.55 
12.148.26 
14.842.20 

66,836.73 

si.'iM 50 
27,048.52 

•••••• • 

-■••■ •'•• 

11,123.10 


$ 697.912.98 

4,* 201. 9 '4- 84 
2, 500.00 


f'i.'749.284!i3 

4,201,924 84 
2,500 00 


• • • • 

$ 367.00 

• K « V « 


Ced. Rap..Garner & N-W 
Chicago. Burl.&Quincy 

C. .B.&KansasXity.. 

K.C.St.Joe&C.B... 

St.Louis.Keo'k&N-W 
C Ft Madison &D.M 


• ■ K • 


8.847,967.58 

11.977.748.40 

15,870.978 72 

852, 000. 00 

54,' 378, 094.02 


8.867,732.16 

12,177.066.47 

15,994,445.93 

862,596 57 

391.834.20 

56,467,015.30 

93,'oi8,'37i.34 
148,833,961.83 

"195,87782 


167.722.21 

1. 537, 171 82 

589.409.84 


167.772.21 

1.601,435.54 

593.901.99 


924.06 
5,151.80 
2,630.49 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 
Chicago Great Western. 
Chicago, Mil. & St. Paul. 
Ch icago.R. I. & Pacific. 
Chicago & Nor.-Western 
Chicago. St. P ,M.&0. 




31.476.16 
2,799,019.49 

15.782,233.73 
34.073,762 69 

18,074.01 




2.632,576.59 

i5.'576. 728.93 
34,398,964.70 

15.165.04 


3.31304 


91,914,454.02 
143,703,256.91 

""195, 877 .82 


5.339.20 
0,192.44 


Sioux City & Pacific... 
Crooked Creek 


• • • • 

1, 026.3s 


D M North. & Western. 




Dubuque & Sioux City.. 
Stacwille Railroad ... 


















* ■ • • • * • 

291,621.00 

• • • • • • • 

36,' 701. 36 
27,34706 






Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 


1,079,000.00 
19.909.251.48 

400,000.00 

5'o84."746.'3o 
2,405,312.81 


1.079,030.00 

19,887,116.56 

400, 000. 00 

5,471.102 30 
2,407,508.96 


. 12,000.00 
611,975.82 

410. 639.49 
63,295.03 


12,000.00 
611.97s. 82 


3,243.00 
1. 214. 08 


Albia & Centerville. .. 
Iowa Northern 




Keokuk & Western .... 
Mason Citv & Ft. Dodge. 
Minneapolis & St . Louis . 
Muscatine Nor. & South. 


410,639 49 
64,870.90 


1,612.56 
705.12 


888.202.80 
5,070.509.23 
5,428,643.36 


888,202.86 
5,263,607.97 
8,320,525.83 


11,797.14 
5,50900 


11,797.14 

21.704.03 

178,952.45 




Omaha & St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux Falls. 


151.36 
5I8 18 


Tabor & Northern 






Union Pacific 












Wabash 


• •••••« •••• 












Winona & Western. . . . 














NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burl . & Northwestern . . . 
Burlington & Western.. 


341.992.85 
1.357,515.23 


344.092.49 
1.372,308.77 


8,884.39 
19,410.30 


85,391.64 
120,910 52 


85,391.64 
120,910.52 


2.204.79 
1,710.19 


Total 


*783. 558.853.99 


1803,492,904.04 




162.242,685.59 


162,539.686.78. . 
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AND ACTUAL CASH VALUE. 



GRAND TOTAL COST OF ROAD AND 
BQUIPMBNT. 



c 

3 



2 Q 

H 



9» 

e 

3 



5 o 

H 



a 

.a- 



TOTAL COST OF ROAD AND EQUIP- 
MENT FOR IOWA. 









2l 



S 



.CO 

g« 

to ^ a 
aoS 

A 3'= 

111 



jC 
w 
(« 

s^ *^ 

— « ** 
(d 3 ^ 






> a 



392,226,838.00 

0,000 00 

26.267,859.42 

170,972.80 

M6,75a,6$7 62 

9, •15,689 79 

13,514,920.22 

i6.ji6o,388.56 

552,000.00 



57,010,670.61 
218, 506. 6-^. 82 

107.521,1^2 95 

170,162,221.6] 

56,554,650.09 

5, 766, 437 02 

211,042.86 



21.241.775.78 

110,961 50 

1.091,000.00 

20,521,227.30 

400,000.00 



5,495,385.79 
2,461.607 84 



900,000 00 

5,076,078 
5.428,643 



135,033,500.00 



427,38449 



It. 506. 233,710 66 



$ 400,663,159 

206,740 

36,369,113 
170.972 

233,602,754 

9,035.504 

13,778,502 

16,588,407 

862.596 

423,310 

59,266,oi» 

218,302,680 

108,800,605 

182,907,724 

56,101,206 

5,768,439 
213,951 



26 
.01 

i' 

.81 

37 
01 
92 

36 
79 

50 
07 
.52 
54 



26,831.495.80 

110,961.50 

1,091,000.00 

20,499.092.38 
400,000 00 

5,'88i,'74i.79 
2,472.379.86 



I 



900,000.00 
,284,312 00 
,499,478.28 



134.944,500 00 



429,484 13 



#1,510,406.156 20 



$ 54. 

9. 
22, 

93. 
37. 
49, 
44, 

73. 
12. 

16. 

70. 



33, 
37, 
53, 
12, 



806 00 

845.05 

729 -45 
021.00 

545.43 
765.94 
325 24 

148 26 
034.48 
149.77 
989.40 
807.70 
240.96 
709.77 
699.87 
M9.45 



36.72478 
13.992 62 
294.864.00 
40.667.63 
16.366.61 



'A 



.097.35 
,87370 



36.85272 
27935.84 



74,637 44 



11,089 18 



45,000.00 



170.972.80 
31,424,674.70 



852,000.00 
28,505, 335.31 



46,527,949.66 

4,319,720 $6 
211,042.86 

20,'76i,'68«i'.98 

110,961.50 

1,091,000.00 

16,913,595.54 

400,000.00 



2,468,607,84 



900,000.00 



427,384.49 
.825 75 



1,478 



1156,611.751 99 



$ 206,746.01 



170, 

3,867, 
2.549, 

'•£ 

423. 

29. 6«. 
60,578, 



972.80 

939.79 
195. 85 
022.87 
980.19 

596 57 
310.36 
017.40 

993.84 



33 

35 

5 



47.767,261 
2,811,263 3 
4,321,228 I. 
213,951.83 

26,352,' 826. 26 

no. 961. 50 

1,091,000 00 

16,895,351.94 
400,000 00 



2,472,379.86 



900,000 00 



429.484.13 
1,493.219 29 



#239.583.70332 



$ 9,845.05 



93.021.00 
38,455 23 
49.765.94 
44,325 24 
73,465.01 
12.148.26 

16,034.48 
64,105.00 

33,989.40 



33,240 96 
37,709 
53,699 
12, 149.45 

37,419 17 
13,992.62 
294.864.00 
40,672 99 
16,366.61 



26,873.70 



11,089.18 
21,120 49 



#147.040 



#147,040 



TWENTY-THIRU ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



■>P9'a 












fi; : ; ; 


:::::;; :5 


; :ffi 










ri: ;; 










■»iao3m un [noi 






at :» a : 2 


i 












" i : i ■ i ; 1 


















8 ::, : 
iS- : 1 : i 




s 


■p3U«o«pnoq 








tar- 1 


;8 : : ^ 








uo ipnap!*!a 
















5 

i 
i 


1 

1 


•noijijiilo 


£i8trji?8-Sff53.rw-K;^(r«Kia3;R;2s^w,B,ea«5,s«tassi as e 


otnad 




■joiojoi »ojo 




1 


^ 

I 




"J 

i 


1 


1: 


; ; : > ; 

:;■ - 

'-: 


1 i ■ ; ■ 
SI;;: 

^ ! : ; : 

=a ; 1 ; ; 
^^- ■ 

ii 






oil : 
1|1 



BOARD OF BAn.HOAU COMMISSIONERS. 



■jpgaa 


1 : : .-5 : .-S-S 

; : ; 1 i t^ 


: : : : e!f. 5 * S : : : I ; :?: : 

P ; ; sS ; 5 « 1 U i 1 ; Is : ; 


: as. 


i 
i 


■aotcDU! 13N 






1 


■amaia, 
-anpop [«ioi 




« 

g 
S 


onpBp™i,o 




i Si 


5 




i ■ : : ! ! : : ; : : ; : S^ " ! ' ! " ; J ; j : ■ i : I : ^ : 


5. 




s 
f 






5 


'IIDOINjaiUI 


» =8 

ii ; i s, ' ■ 


:SR . . . = 5 .. . 






3 


8 » * Kf;a 




1 
3 


iqippaponj 

no I(«M)D1 


: . . .Sirs 8IE r.RS S8B5S.SS8 i 




s 

I 


^ 


i sit 

«nnuu US. 






lilKi i«-. If fe: 

litiiii 

--i3l11l|5|IS|lllllH=i 


I 

If 

I: 


1 
1 


. 



238 



TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 12— INCOME 







PAYMBNTS FROM NET 


INCOME. 






DIVIDENDS ON STOCK. 


• 
Other payments. 






COMMON. 


PREFERRED. 




RAILROADS. 


• 

CO 

on 


. 
e 

9 

o 
S 
< 


• 


a 

9 


E 

< 


• 




Ames & CoUeg'e 














Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 


"y ' 






• 






Boone Valley 















Burlington, Cedar Rapids &North'n. 
Cedar Rapids, Garner & North- West'n 
Chicago. Burlineton & Quincy 




























Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 
Kansas City, St. ]o6i Council Blutfs 
St. Loui«, Keokuk & North- Western . 


S.6 


S 10.272.00 

36,749.36 

22.703.09 


■ • ■ • 


t 10.272.00 


. 




36,749.36 
22.706.09 






Cbicaflro.Ft. Madi»on& Des Moinee.. 








Chicago. Iowa & Dakota 






$ 284,310.00 
698, 336. 52 


«284,.^5.'25 




Chicago Great Western 




5. 


■"652,549.57 

56i.'88.vo3 
46.479 27 

• • • • ■ 


5. 
7. 


568,635.25 
1,350,886.09 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific 


Chicago & North- Western 


6. 

5- 

• • « 


7. 
7. 
7. 


375,343.85 


•■■• • •••• 


937, 2a6.^ 


Cbicasro, St. Paul. Minn. & Omaha. .. 


8^.956.87 
8, 862.04 


Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 


■•■••■ «. 


Des Moines Northern & Western 


1 




Dubuque & Sioux City 




• > ■ * 


• • • > • • • 
■ • • • • • * 




Stac yville Railroad 


3. 


140,130.90 




Des Moines Union 






Iowa Central 


• • • 

2.5 


140. 130.90 


Iowa Central & Western 


Albia & Centerville 


10,000.00 






10,000.00 


Iowa Northern 








Keokuk & Western 







.... 


• • • * « • • 


■■■■••• ■ •■ 




Mason City & Ft. Dodee 






Minneaool s & St. Louis 




. ■ 
... 

. • 

.... 

. 
.... 


• ■ • • * 




Muscatine North & South 




■• « ■••••■■•• 
•■■• ••••• 


• > • ■ 

■■•••• ••* 




Omaha & St. Louis 


• • 




Sioux City & Northern 




Tabor & Northern 


• « • 

• ■ • 

m • 

• • 

• • • 




Union Pacific 




Wabash 


• • • • • 


•••••• ■■« 




Winona & Western 




NARROW GAOGR ROADS. 

Burlinston & Northwestern 




Burlineton & Western 












Totals 




fi, ^0.6%). ^2 


«i,546,46r.9l 


I284.325 25 


$ 3,171,425.48 
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ACCOUNT— IOWA. 



FftOM OPERATIONS YBAR 
ENDING JUNE 30. I9OO. 


FROM OPERATIONS YEAR 
ENDING JUNE 30, 1899. 


FOR YEAR. 


ON JUNE 30, 1900. 


• 

9 

•/3 




m 

a 

a 

u 
9 


its 


• 

ID 

d 

< 


• 

d 


** 

%J 

9 

& 


• 

"a 

9 

C/J 


a 
■** 

(d 
Q 






































$'"1,036.35 
83,905.89 
























$ 1,238.16 












• ■•• •■«• 

'$"166,372.34 
294. 358, 2A 

91.76 










1 l2.Q44«6i 






$ 116,850.53 




94.02s.54 

jm.QAA. 1*7 


$ 260. %7.8S 


««••«■ ••■ 


i3.98i.85" 

3,845.68 


43'^. "^2.41 


14. 074.61 








2,84^.68 


• ■ • « 










270. S72 S4 












938,030.77 
























1,655.688.81 
195,409.29 




' 369.362.38 




1,286,33643 






$35,050.00 




220,459-29 


*24,i67!2i" 
7,482.47 

•••■• ■•■■ 


t, 441,477.67 
28,914.67 




";,'465;6ii'.88 
































' 








3,313.21 
" 193,513.35 




2,915.89 








6,229.10 




350,986.31 
"3.849.38 

131.00 

• • • ■ ■ • • • 




• 














157,472.86 
15,689.49 






















6, 112. II 












2.539.66 


li.6'U.76 


' 679,'995.*oo* 




"*u,"634'76' 




668,360.34 





























































116.44 








1,319.48 












• ■ ■ • • • 






I-. • .- .... .. 






















\ 






1 

3,662.73 
47,968.56 


633! 667! 36 






• • ••■■■•••• 


Mi', 635". 83 












t922, 097.24 


Si.4^4.q68.'ti 


Sl.736.33^ 16 


$r:i76.i«8.^ 




$.16,684.76 


$3,167.9:^.51 


$ 3.683.750.71 
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TWENTY -THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 15— INCOME- 



RAILROADS. 



PAYMENTS FROM NET INCOME. 



DIVIDENDS ON STOCKS. 



COMMON. 



<t 




S 

o 
E 
< 



PREFERRED. 






a 
o 

a 

< 



e 
B 






o 
H 



Ames & College 

Atchison. Topeka & Santa Fe 

Boone Valley 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 

Cedar Kapids, Garner & Northwestern 

ChJcsfiro, Burhnjirton & Quincy 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 

Kansas City, St. Joe and Council Bluffs. .. 

St. Louis. Keokuk & Northwestern 

Chicago, Ft Madison & Des Moines 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St . Paul 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, St. Pnul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

SiouxCity & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern... 
Dubuque & Sioux City 

Stacyville Railroad 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Iowa Central & Western 

Albia& Centerville 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason City & Ft. Dod^e 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Omaha & St Louis 

fSioux City & Northern 

•Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash ; 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGR ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



Total 



6. 

d 

8.6 



b. 
4. 
6. 

5. 



% 440, oco. 00 



5,829.678.00 
24.000 o 

4^.166.80 



2.75 



56H,6so.5c 
2,351.530. i( 
1.990.624.00 

2,340,744 oc 
927, 730- 00 



2.S 



4.25 



299.988.00 



10 000.(0 



170,000.00 
90,000.00 



< fc 8-70 470 Co 



s. 

I • 



5. 



6. 



« 3, 139,556. 75 



568,620.00 
2, 516, 5i 8. 00 



1,567.650.0c 

787.076.00 

11,830.00 



170,020.50 



200.000 oc 



420.000.00 



SQ..-«M2 fXl 2^ 



f 3,139.556.75 

440,000.00 



5.829,678.00 

24.000.00 

468! 166! £ 



1,137,270.50 
4,868.058.00 
1.999,624-00 

3,9i4,39foo 

i,7i5.7co.oo 

11,830.00 



299.988.00 



170,020.50 
io,ooaa> 



170,000 00 
290,000.00 



42^,000 00 



% 2S.s6l.6Sl.7S 



t Debenture stock. fSix months ending December 31.1899. *Six months beginning January 
I, 1900. 
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ENTIRE LINE. 



FROM OPERATIONS, YB.AR 
ENDING JUNE 30, 190O. 


FROM OPERATIONS, YEAR 
ENDING JUNE 30, 1899. 


FOR YEAR ENDING JUNE 
30, 1900. 


ON JUNE 30, 1900. 


• 

«a 

9 

"a. 

3 

C/) 




• 

m 

s 

"H. 

u 
9 

t/i 


• 


a 
< 


OB 

Q 
.0 

9 
•0 
« 

Q 


• 

« 


• 

-z 

Q 


















$ 8.653.588.23 




$ 4,414.49192 






< 3,073.460.57 


$9,994,619.58 










184,519.49 




2,954,275.46 

1,026.25 

13.690,216.43 

120,520.54 

1,783.540,67 

911,486.34 




235.801 62 




3.374,596.57 




S 1.228.16 






% 201.91 


2,173,952.79 

^,863-23 

i.KiA. 6^ 








15,864,169.22 

159,383.77 
1.784,932.81 

915,072.24 

2.815.68 
143,783.60 

14.887,253.66 
1,858,492.86 

6,915.000.78 
2,902,735.39 


















122.51 




3.585.00 










11.074 61 




$ ' 91.76 

• 








2,845.68 

143,783 60 

2. 107. ^82 2^ 


























12,779.871.41 
2,300,460.73 

5,372,42«-83 
4.506.785.19 




•«•« ■ ••• 


110.231.52 




2.668 26*^ 6^ 




1,542,667.95 

895.950.20 












•*•*■••«*«>■ 




2,500,000.00 




32,260.99 
7,482.47 


'i.'924.239.24 
28,914.67 




1,956,500.23 
36,397.14 






















79,485.17 
3,313.21 


441,819.49 




811.45 




363,145.77 






2,915.89 




6.220.10 












253 509.31 


254,947.21 

3.849.38 

131.00 

37,986.01 








1,437.90 
15,689.49 






« ■ • • 




• • «■•«••■ 






9,697.18 


6, 112. 11 










« • - ■ > • 

28,288.83 


2,^10.66 












11,634.76 
124,624.15 


679,995.00 






668.^.24 




470,567.35 

••••* ■■•■ 






595,191.50 

■ k *■■• ••• 

376,014.63 

'377,842.21 
133,861.06 






« 

210,* 772. 49 


• • 
• • • • 

56,327.37 

• ■ • • • • « 


"63.' 538. 94 

m • • • r « • • 

• ■• • •••• 

"111,065.08 




22,422.99 


100,132.11 


374.443.54 


5. 5^ 84 
116.44 

3,662.72 
47.968.56 

$ 5^7081.31 


381,607.47 
I, 103.04 

222,480.94 
63,550.01 


• ■ • ■ • 

• • ■ 

i 3.608 84^-^8 


1. 210.48 


210.099.01 
70. 3". 05 




681 ,635.' 82 


• • 




1 5.858.418 62 


• •■■• • •■■• 


•18.870.084 19 


s 50 713.149 67 


i 292. 940. 44 


« 6^708 340 43 


< .1.865.551.22 



TWENTr-THIRD ANNUAL BEPOBT OF THE 



TABLE No. 16— 







..,„..... 


h 


«1 

1" 




1 

II 


3 

1= 


Anna S College 

Alchiaon, Topelta & Santa Fe 












■■■ly.ue;*; 


I9«.897:» 




Ii6j.i30.5« 


liai.976.11 
















:;;;;:;;:.: 






Chicago. Ft. Madijon 4 Des MoiDei.,.. 






I7.ii6.g< 

).i».i6j.69 
"7.M5.M 






165.1.5:6! 






CbiS;-: R"':k lilaud & Pacific 

*^'b«l'.°?Jul'-S!rapo)i.-4'6--.b.. 

SiouiCilyS Pacific 

Da^^t^Rock I.land &n"-W '■;":■■ 








Dubuque isiomCilj 

SiacYvilJeR. R 












sS;* 






^f:i 


Albia & CenlervlDe 










MaaonClir&Fl Dodtje 




.r,:^s 




















..VZ".'... 




















3.173-* 
















Burlinglona Northneslern 










6.i»J' 












Total 


1 ...(«jji8.o.l 


!<-x).6fc.T 


»<-u,5«.'" 


(67s.7~.4i1 


i9.245.««5.!a 
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EARNINGS— IOWA . 



EXPRESS. 


•0 

a 

(C 

«> 

k. 


• 

m 
ft 


• 

n 

E 

■»* 

V 

JS 

5 




"a 

•5 si 

£ 


9-M . 

Mbs 

O 


«o.S 
6o^ 


o 

u 


• 

ID 
M 

j2 


a 
SO 




• • • • ■ 

■ * • « • • 

• ■••• ••■ 

« ■ • r • . 
• • ■ ■ • 






$ 3,892.01 

. ^ 23298 

64,34255 
306.00 


« 399.83 






$ 3.652.15 

30,592.63 

536.75 

1,235,947.46 

3.729.83 

61,522.35 

71,744.58 
14.234.32 

25,953.55 

8,759.56 

709.568.23 

2,259,287.01 

2,213,465.57 

2,693,808.19 

230,044.99 

2^1.417.16 


■ ••• •••• •• 




152.039.15 
600.00 


$ 181.07 









108.00 


■ ■ • • • • « 




« • • • ■ ■ 
• • • • ■ * 











■ '3,289. 16 
460.91 

53.54895 
177,4.36.80 
140,560.20 
124,626.48 

11,473.44 
7,867.37 




• • • • • ■ 






• « • • 

256.98 




■ •■•• •••■ 




• •■••• ■ • 


I, 2/D. 20 

5', 930. 34 
265.784.30 
186,642.92 

29.074.08 
693.71 


470.88 

*'* '25.25 
56,709.55 

2,' 576.68 

■ • * ■ • 

191.80 




*36,'9o8.*34 

26.023.33 

47,922.74 

4.183.00 

4,800.73 


• ••mm • •'• 


' • • ■ • ■ • 

■ « • ■ • • 










• • m • • • 
• ■••■••• 


1,367 51 

9S;78a;46 
1,100.49 






• ■ ■ • * • 


58,996.11 
241.29 

• • • ■ 

14,402.40 
300.00 

• • « • 

1,220.93 

13,797 42 

6.3.10 

3,813.26 

277.50 

• ■ • • 

311.42 

918.00 
1,782.00 


• • • • • • • • 

4. 131.81 






25,co6.45 

1344 

'5.460.73 

219.79 

••• •••.. 

"i,*278!35 

2,495 45 

61.75 

90.43 

• • • • 


96,722.11 
341.40 

' "50.7" 93 
1,147.15 




•••■•• •• 
• ■•• •••« 






952.09 

• ■ ■ • • > • 




398,962.35 
10,608.96 

153.880.^ 
43,84267 


■ «•«■ ■•«* 






"* 4,105.17 
24,550 81 

• • • • • • ■ 

15,225.45 
481.28 

'" 1,685.54 

3,83388 
21537 


282.44 












• ■•■ •• •• •• 
















■ ■ • • • 


3, "/3 •"** 
81,294.56 










4.740.11 






4.. 122.47 




• • • « 








• m • • • • ■ 

55.96 

75.00 
82.34 


69,427.89 

8, 573. 23 
















181.^5 
4,747 64 


25,191 44 
26,521.72 


• ■■• •• ••• 


■ • « • • • • 




• • • • • • • 






• • • * • 


§ • • m 


1684.719-28 


% 160,858.43 


1 1.278,222.22 


•6«i.734 87 


i 11.825.342.05 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPOKT OF THB 



TABLE NO. 20— EARNINGS 





FREIGHT 




FREIGHT REVENUE. 




Total freight 
revenue. 


LESS REPAYMENTS. 


RAILROADS. 


Over- 
charges 
to ship- 
pers. 


Other 
repay, 
ments. 


Total de- 
ductions. 


A mes & Collesre 


$ £.453.63 

23,198,401.50 

15,675.08 

3,649,485.13 
^ 31.514.97 
26,427,566.4a 

294.260.94 

1,275.629.56 

1,805,59958 

60,442.28 

30,115.84 

5,128.658.75 

31,220,217.27 

16,318.290.92 

34.460 397.01 

7,588,27804 

292.747.00 

15,066.51 

53,866.92 

2,248.915.78 

5.352.41 








Atchison , Topeka & Santa Fe 




1 891.103.53 


$ 891, 103 S3 


Marshalltown & Dakota 






Burlingrtoo, Cedar Rapids & Northern.. 
Cedar Kapids, Garner .ind North- West'n 
Chicasro. Burlinir ton & Quincy 




















Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City.. 
Kansas City, St. Jo & Council Blufis.. 














St. Louis, Keokuk & North-Western . . . 








Chicairo, Ft. Madison & Dcs Moines 




. 




Chicago. Iowa & Dakota 








Chicasro Great Western 








Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul 








Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 








Chicago & North-Westero 


1 1,470,958.35 

156,84369 

20,019.03 


737,406.91 
9.946 76 
8.916.19 


2.208.^.26 


Chicago, St. Paul Minn. & Omaha 

Sioux City & Pacific 


166, ^.45 
28. 015. n 


Crooked Creek 




Davenport, Rock Island & North-West'n 
Dubuque & Sioux City 








24,965.75 

34.77 




24,965.75 
34 77 


Stacy ville Railroad 




Des Moines Union 






Iowa Central 


1,945,500.97 

25,159 74 
13,516.08 

437,592.51 
187,725.01 
2,208.132.76 
29.271.53 
302.647.71 
'5^'^9-37 

983,098.18 
11,463.87 


97.835.26 
409.07 




97,83526 

409.07 


Albia & Centerville 




Iowa Northern 






Keokuk & Western 








Mason City & Ft. Dodge 








Minneapolis & St. Louis 


90.579.42 

229.44 
2.603.19 




00.579.42 


Muscatine North & South 




22Q.44 


Omaha & St . Louis 


1.206.74 


3,809.93 


•Sioux City & Northern 




Willmar & Sioux Falls 






25, 469. 50 


Tabor & Northern 








Union Pacific 








Wabash 


11,432.133.18 
167.208.83 

71,617.69 
81,469 87 


318.186.76 
988.02 


497.606,23 
119.34 


815.792.93 
1.107.36 


Winona & Western 


NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burliofirton & Northwestern 




Burlinston & Western 
















Totals 


S 172.299.602.81 


t 2.18^712.75 


t 2.146.305.70 


t 4,3'!5.505.95 



*Six months ending December 31, 1899. 
fSix months beginning January 1, 1900. 
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ENTIRE LINE. 



EARNINGS. 










•0 

B 


Not revenue. 


• 

M 

■a 

k> 

ce 

>„ 

M 


• 

M 

k> 


ce 

> 


• 
M 

E 

<*« 
u 




Total freight 
earnings. 


B k> 
V M 

s ^ 

h 

H 


1 1.46*^60 






1 44^ 05 

36. 846. 23 


$ 1,912.65 

22,380,057.18 

15,675.08 

3,649,485.13 

, 31.514-97 

26,462,172.17 

294,260.94 

1,. 375, 629. 56 

1.805.59958 

60,442.28 

. 31.621.45 

5.128,658.75 

31 287,560.11) 

J 6. 348. 290. 92 

32,287.140.74 

7,429.619.61 

263,815.78 

15.066.51 

53.866.92 

2,224,047.26 

5.317.64 


$ 5,564.80 


22.107.3^7.07 


s 35.852.98 


30,505.519.33 
16,211.83 


15.675.08 
3,649,485.13 
^ 31.514.97 

26 427 566. 42 










4*992.953. II 








37,oS',7c8.87 


34.605.75 






294. 260. 94 

i.i7c.6n. ^6 






425,189.25 








2,168,654.09 
2,464,59588 

86,395.83 

40,381.01 

6,686,417.95 


1. 80^. vn. S8 








60 442 28 








30,115.84 
c. 128. bU. 7^ 


1. 505. 61 










11.220.217. 27 


38.609.55 


$ 28,733.34 




41,739,579.91 
23. 048, 400. 66 
43, 283, 815. 31 


16.148,200.92 




32,252.011.75 

7,421,469.59 

261,811.78 






35.108.99 
8,150.02 

4.00 






10,280.241.74 
542. 199. 38 






I5.c66.5i 






16. 4I4. 02 


CI.866 02 








75,137.69 

3,226,084.97 

6,418.13 


2.221.0^0 01 






97.21 


^.317.64 
















1.847.665.71 








1,847.665.71 
24,690.67 
13, 516. 08 

437.592.5' 
187.725.01 

2,117.553.34 
29.0 J 2. 09 

298.837.78 

151.059.37 

957,727.43 

11,463.87 


2, 124, 250. 72 


24,690.67 
11.^16.08 








35,290.61 
14,066 86 








417. 502. 51 








663,887.24 
231,567.68 


187.725.01 








2. 117. 551.14 








2, 862, 170. 20 


20,042.00 
298. 817. 78 








470! 336. 80 








057! 62S. 68 








173 159.28 






98.75 


i,i54.bn.66 
15,586.14 


11.461.87 
















10,616. 'UO. IQ 






240,798.89 


10,857.139.08 
166,101.47 

71,617.69 
81.469.87 


16, 440, 900. 29 


166, lOI. 47 






208. 108. 70 


71,617.60 








96,809 11 


81,469.87 








107.991.59 












i 167.944.096.86 


« 110.573-'^ 


S 28.733 34 


S 321.553.16 


i 168.404.9^7.2^ 


S 23i.«i84.2i4.63 
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TWENTYTHIBD ANNUAL BEPOKT OF THE 

TABLE No. 22- OPERATING 





MAIHTBNASC. 


„..o,„. 




u 


■0 




3.370,17 


1 .,3si:io 


• .as 












6,676.80 






























ill 








8», 784.01 
58s."o8 


ill 




Chltw, MUwsulMe &tt, Paul 








•tWi 


sa 






8a.'o9e.9« 

3.014. M 

84»^ 




"!:S!; 


56,*.»S 










1:3:!! 

».5o.o6 

■■■6i;^:w 

4.7BO-IO 


3.iiS.l» 






MaionCily&Fl. Dodge 


J,ttt.*t 
'■S:S 










"'i.'is3.9* 




>.4«.69 




7-S».J7 




Tol.1 


<3.««.*.56 
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EXPENSES-IOWA. 



OF WAY AND i 


STRUCTURES 














Repairs and 
renewals of 
bridges and 
culverts 


Repairs and re- 
newals of 
fences, road 
c r ossings. 
signs and cat- 
tle guards. 


Repairs and 
renewals f 
buildings and 
fixtures. 


Repairs and 
renewals f 
d c Ic s and 
wharves. 


•go. 


•0 

a 

M a 
(A 


C 






• 

H 





i 250.43 


1 ^94.26 
1,829.02 

• • « ■ • • • 

359.28 






1 24.00 
, 10.24 


* 194-45 

• • • • • • • 

50.00 


« ^ 543.6^ 

16,395.77 

3,370.17 

1,148,172.18 

7.086 08 


1 2,078 02 




i 130.14 




•••••••*• • 






























































26,187.13 


2, 193- 16 

20909 

XI. 422.04 

47, 106.75 
47,440 23 
51,176.50 


426.44 

103.13 

32, 140 85 

185,729 89 

141.298.87 

155,635.18 




3.53 

5-50 

12,457.12 

13,213.41 
7.599-57 
5,387.10 






25.759.59 

8.224.15 

J12,P64.63 

2.697.002.07 

1.137,678.17 

1.356,4s 30 

139.295-56 

29.414-00 

9,730-40 




4,095.40 

461.35 

1,^.51 

5,8,'9.45 


1.168.00 

3,866.16 

461,745.00 

72.11 


394.320.98 
187.Q12.28 


6,509.50 


160.402.26 


22,757.74 






1,954.26 


794.99 
969.49 


3.506.31 
303.49 




1.085.78 


198.52 




1.049 73 
















130. 299. 00 


15,449.58 
405.41 


"•\^:% 




4,312.50 


1,689.22 
3.81 


1.775.70 


683.240.98 
1,847.12 


5.40 












16.341, QO 


9,114.45 

3.33.09 

2,184.11 

5,820.05 

1,438.78 

4,26389 

80.04 

2,526.05 

159.32 

240.32 


31.260.64 
256. 21 




3,504.50 
4.10 


435.20 




388, 594- 89 
12,221.03 

4,658.^7 
102, 120.86 


2,463 06 






3g-44 
22,076.08 






363.03 
3.70 


9.177.44 

1.646.39 

29. 012. 09 

7,o6i!56 
554.49 
784.29 




1,087.49 


31.30 




52. 165 99 
146.20a 16 


"•^:S 




4:».95 

8.20 

996.96 
153.64 


394 52 
59.95 
64 79 
40.15 


25.36 




6,582.40 
48,241.96 
23,^32.48 

4,877.21 


8.493.68 




16.75 


0,172.54 




















2,040.66 


1,952.15 
87.44 

796.g 
1,427.68 


1.52307 
339.32 

2, 210. 52 
2,839.16 




1,610.70 
128.70 

68.60 
49.66 


4.01 
6.95 


2,419.25 


83,329.53 
10, 146. 96 

27,748.36 
42,742.33 




3.753-90 
















1 1.098. 546. 83 


S ao7. 850.66 


S 660. 197.66 


t 29.267.24 


i 52.240.15 


S 15.04R.43 


« 471.690^1 


f 8.640.3C0 01 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE 25— OPERATING 



CONDUCTING 



RAILROADS. 






o 

(A 

e 
o 

*^ 

•73 



• 

(0 




o 












o. 


1 


c 


. 


3 


bcw o 


» 


C V u 


a 
o 


^ ^ a 


«>• 


.t;j= 8 




$ U.A 


C/1 


t« 



Ames & Collegre 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Boone V^allev 

Burlingfton^ Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Cedar Kapids, Garner & Northwestern 



Chicago. Burlington &Quincy 
Chicago. Burlington & Kansas City. 



Kansas City, St. loe & C. B 

St. Louis, KeolcuK & Northwestern. . 
Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines .. 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicaifo, Rock Island & Pacific .. . 

Chicago & Northwestern 

< hicago, St. Paul. Minneapolis & O... 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Dubuque & Sioux City . . . 

Stacy viile R. R 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason City & Ft Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

•Wabash .. 

Winona & Western 

NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



• • • • 



Totals, 



4. 114. 45 



2.272.20 



6,091.74 

2,745.25 

169.966.57 

557.482.99 
188,168.01 

440,947.23 



25,023.32 
801.15 

122.581,63 
813.86 



46,2^4.13 
1,529. 56 



20, 292. 68 

5.499.46 

14,221 9t 

3. 453. .35 

9,221,61 

6.206.68 

533.61 



26,595.17 
2,314-20 

5.167.96 
7,815.40 



1.670.184.12 



487.38 



445.56 



277.16 
228. 58 
131768.78 
54,148.12 
20.946.89 
42,607.07 



2,740.14 



17,336.71 
34.47 



7,989.38 
296.43 



1,270.91 
506.90 

1..377 03 

236. '»7 

741. 6^ 

417.96 

48.34 



1,614 85 
201.98 

367 58 
563-44 



168,65^.66 



ioa7o 



116. 
62.048.19 
22,868.42 



79,547 S9 
■ *6,'a69.'32" 



2,969.»5 



562.06 
146.76 



♦46.84 
698.31 



2,595.61 



235.56 

52.40 
91.10 



$ 179.736.4a 
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EXPENSES— IOWA . 



TRANSPORTATION— CONTINUED . 



Car mileage— 
Lalance. 


Hire of equip- 
ment. 


Loss and dam- 
age. 


Injury to 
persons, 


Clearing 
wrecks. 


Operating ma- 
rine equip- 
ment. 


• 

a 
'S 

•mm 
> 

< 
















S 2,164.38 




$ 779.95 


$ 484. 42 


$ 76.9a 




S 294.34 




















160. 16 


$ 1,070.42 




206.00 


• •• •••••••• • 




73. aa 








39845 

749." 

11,045.66 

38.843.12 
48,705.60 
51,111.50 

1,701.68 

17,878.01 
6.00 

■ ••••• • • 

14,009.21 
1,11300 

2,413.46 
1,700.66 
1,614.69 

22.44 

2,647.6$ 

233.68 
10.28 





■•••••■•■ •■••' 








■ • • « • ■ • 

719-86 


90^50' 

22,248.72 

56,735 28 

54,175.69 

109,934.51 

2,747.96 

18,445.92 


7384 






1.215.06 




114.13 

• 


70,426.67 
58,477.67 
78,778.21 

64,530 17 




lOI.II 

9.888.47' 


3,039.96 
5,314.91 

8,501.56 


•■ ••• ■•••■ 

V • • » • > . ■ 

$ 895.22 

a •»■•••■•«■ 


18,718.33 
29.397.42 
34.526.88 
26,704.17 


6.371.75 

2.52 

66,784.44 


90.92 
2,'848!55* 


862.97 








15, 867114 








1,235.77 

* ■ • a « • 

1,480.00 

• • V • • ■ ■ 

♦ ' 2," 541. 83 
212 2; 

1,939 18 

406.04 

63.61 


■■•■•■■ •• 

12,762.04 

51.50 


•••■.■•■ ■ ••••• 






40,937,53 
1.817.47 


2,780.74 




6, 249.x6 


• • ••«•■« • 


•• ■»■• •••■••• 




2,758.81 

4,695.67 

250.89 

181.75 

1,253.55 

199,59 

36.40 

817.63 

32.18 

114.20 
467 71 

S 288.690.92 


113.86 




270,43 


^ 2,039 52 

♦ 3,849.01 

963.03 

5. 171. 11 




102.^5 


29.92 

29.50 

i,3c9 88 

39 




801.51 

71.50 






169.48 
22.60 
12.00 


383.67 
8^.01 


• «■•••• • «■■ 


b,lXl.OA 


■■••■■■■ -' • 

10.72 


5,510.61 
32.02 

223. 43 

342.34 






77.62 








153.2a 

3^.37 


53.85 
149.04 




- •■•««•• •■ 


435.66 




S 14,585.60 


i 201.192.70 


1 24,517.64 


S 895-22 


% 135,265.99 



•Credit. 
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TWENTYTHIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABENo. 29— OPERATING 



MAINTENANCE OP WAY 



RAILROADS. 


Repair of road- 
way. 


Renewals of 
rails. 


* 

■ 

JO 

a 

en 


Repairs and re- 
newals of 
bridges and 
culverts. 


Ames & College 






$ 230.92 
609, 502. 06 




Atchison, Topeka &Santa Fe 


$ 2,011,671.71 

58ii842.66 

6,676.80 

3,110,068.80 

42,627.53 
158. 432.92 
196,552.61 

13,975.74 

3. 714.21 

503,591.20 

3,teQ,5o8.|i 

1,876,191.64 

2,946.766.30 

1,101,157-11 

16, 592 14 

3,10373 


t 329,536.50 


$ 506,835.05 


Marsballtown & Dakota 




Burlineton Cedar Rapids & Northern 

Cedar Kapids Garner & N -W 


79,956.39 


187,441.30 


244,926.17 


Chicago. Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 

Kansas City. St loe & Council Bluffse. .. 

St. Louis Keokulc & N.-W 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 


251,010.74 
♦ 12,548 00 

mil 


1, 154, 129.44 

14,495 18 

55,012.86 

26,116 44 

7,741.78 

1,535.64 

126, 177 50 

812,188.13 

192,078.55 
11,826.79 
4,303.96 


1,021.118.95 
37.gf-73 
34,666.87 
5i,2ig85 

1.488.58 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


15,611 16 
888,666.49 
328,532.59 
345.753.25 
92,609.41 
781.03 


Chicago Great Western 


52, g4 27 
1,323,668.95 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific 


522,97849 
(f70.%07.22 


Chicago & North-Western 


Chicago. St.Paul. Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 


1.049.73 


Davenport. Rock Island & N. W 




Dubuque & Sioux City 


347,202 96 

1.295.74 

14,732 60 

271,756.84 

6,618 19 

3,890.14 

71,548.56 

19,040.93 

209, 455. 4§ 

57.486.96 

13,628.18 

91.32782 

1,943-59 


82,127.23 


58,540.80 


11^.726.08 


Stacy ville Railroad 


^.40 


Des Moines Union 


^ 3,052 52 

* 608 72 

♦ 2,117.25 

2,424.23 
93.89 

12, 442 81 


3,175 00 
132,55928 

3.155.10 

338.44 

29,114 15 

7,869.92 

56,737 39 




Iowa Central 


' '58,206.36 
2, 463.06 


Albia & Centerville 


Iowa Northern 


2. 181 21 


Keokuk & Western 


23,^69 
22,076.08 


Mason City & Ft. Dodge 


Minneapolis & St. Lonis 


'^''^iS 


M uscatine North & South 


Omaha & St Louis 


183.98 

1,879.58 


5,818.44 

^ 929.95 

16,401 75 

309.57 


18.547-34 
5,763.^ 


Sioux City & Northern 


Willmar& Sioux Falls !....!.' .'.".! 


Tabor & Northern 


I.CQD ^ 


Union Pacific 






Wabash 


1,094,149.29 
24,513.79 

13.389.00 
23,975.23 


126,246.44 


281,492.67 
14, 163.91 

5,123.92 
7,520.77 


1^7. 815. 2Q 


Winona & Western 


10. i05.7l 


NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 


2,402.69 


3,752.90 
16.710.46 






Total 


$ 18,477,407.21 


$ 2.566,165.68 


$ 5,116,25365 


$ 5,401.688.62 



♦ Credit 
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EXPENSES— ENTIRE LINE. 



AND STRUCTURES . 



Kepairs and re- 
newals ot fences 

and road cross- 
ings and cattle 
guards. 


Repairs and re- 
newals of 
buildings and 
fixtures. 


Repairs and re- 
newals of docks 
and whar?es. 


Kepairs and re- 
newals of tele- 
; graphs. 


Stationery and 
printing. 


• 

n 
« 

n 

C 

K 

4) 

u 
J3 



• 




$ 94.26 
441,424.85 






$ 24.00 
2,498 57 


1 194.45 


1 „ 543.63 
"v 008.960 "^ 


t 6l,07Q.QS 


$ 4.678.64 


$ 31,74206 






3,370.17 

1,267,012.73 

7.086.05 


42,403.60 


121,069 8^ 

760,156.18 

16,664.6s 

42,90482 

14.39997 

426.44 

^ 103.13 

64,203 70 

623,463.87 

550.096.19 

650,021.26 

240,603.66 

4,680.60 

303.49 




8,499.76 


78293 








50 00 

74 11 


154,275.71 
5,389.19 
9,456.94 
7,895.28 


23, 103 44 


54.3I9.S* 

1.717.30 

3.53 

5.50 

24,914 24 

443.355.21 

36,028.75 

22,499.63 

18,483.11 

1.449 41 


1,324 34 

20.55 


6,529,581 05 
101,774.25 

'?l6. 077.42 




23.80 




306.776 27 


2. 193.16 






25,959.59 
r. 224.1^ 


?^.09 

22,844 00 






1,168 00 

7.732.32 

* 1,550,000.00 

313.83 




8,190.80 

1,548.70 

5.434.54 

24.555.93 

670.76 

265 01 


825,729 27 

9,053.380.57 
4.012.966.14 

5,665,326.81 


158,120.43 
129.79673 
213,742.26 
46, 506. 18 


21,851.28 


95.049.30 
38.323.73 




2,04^,4^6.12 


1,061.23 




39.264.97 
9,710.40 


969 49 














i.'Sigiis 


49.276.03 

601 . 2<^Q 62 


15,757.46 


52,948.46 

136 76 

2,976,12 

41,170.97 

256. 21 




4,386.91 


1.749-67 
3.81 


405. 4I 




1,847.12 


907 00 








24.843.24 

514,544.26 

12,221 03 


11.028 40 




4,410 91 
4 10 


528ii 


• 


333-09 












36303 
5.44 


4,658.47 

i5o, 177.71 


17! 507.46 


13,496.24 

1,616.39 
104, 186 31 

200.73 
15,424.82 

3.0^.87 

4,534.78 

784.29 




1,599.25 


46.05 




ls2. l6s.Q0 




3.6io4i 
8 20 

2,176.77 
208.20 

997 65 


1,473.08 

59.95 

141.47 


110.07 


514.330.77 

6,^! 2.40 


80.04 








36. E9 
287.25 


105,331 79 

24.303.63 

155.719 50 

4.877 21 


i28i6 




i«9S3 58 




304-70 


240.22 


















89,384.94 
440.39 


229,560.43 
1,740.12 

2,210 52 
2,839.16 


1,879 75 


68.60 
49.66 


2,075.69 
13.73 

4.01 
695 


112,598.53 


2,121,671.15 

52.035.65 

27.748.36 


796 72 






1,427 68 






1; 2. ^^8.01 








J". J J** .7* 


1 1,012,627.28 


t 4,008,217.36 


1 174.886 14 


$ 290,896 53 


t 52.086.81 


$ T, 674, 776 57 


f 38,824.173.20 



* Renewal and improvement account. 
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TWENTY THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 31— OPERATING 



RAILROADS. 



CONDUCTING TRANSPORTATION. 




« 


I 


1 


•OS 

m O 


8 

o . 


« 


"^ 


— a 


*» 




%m « 


d • 


«"0 . 


o > 


•r « 


See 


^"32 


Is 


C u ES 


si 


en 


bj 


Cc« 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Marshalitown & Dakota 

Burlinfirton. Cedar Kapids & Northern 

Cedar Rapids, Garner & Northwestern 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 

Kansas Citv. St. loe & Council Bluffs 

St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwe^tern 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago, Rock Islnnd & Pacific 

Chicago & Norih-Western 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 

Dubuque & Sioux City 

Stacy ville Railroad 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia& Centerrille 

Iowa Northern 

Keoku k & Western 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge 

Minneapolis & St . Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Sioux City & Northern 

Tabor & Northern 

Wabash 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGB ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western , 



Total 



240.00 

a84.4S7.40 
600 00 

57,853.21 



490,765.04 

6,ao3.83 

35.433.00 

33.531.98 



00 



24.53242 
482,751 85 
245.248.0s 
175,363 13 
113.495.35 
1,810.98 



83,770 83 
116.33 
2,075 °o 
,758. 



32 



93 



9.887.02 



34,415.56 

1,580.74 
9,829.49 

14.523.31 
1,292.78 



155,399.73 
3,900.00 

1, 412 75 
1,685.14 



12.305,542.85 



1.878, 

2, 

292, 

2, 

2,265. 

23, 

119, 

"9, 

5. 

2, 

436, 

2,428, 

1,367, 

3.152, 

591, 

43, 

2, 



544.80 

305.83 
121 .92 

231. 6S 
418.00 
416 84 
980 70 
240.39 
276.30 
223 02 
577.99 
015.53 

968 it 
15858 
833.25 
029 39 
708.53 



242,944.56 

1,078.91 

14,075.14 

183,995.08 

3, 162. 09 

315.00 

46,757.16 

8.412.32 

135,008 12 

<'^39 44 
51.182.80 
38,128.13 

7*419. 44 

1,I59» 
1,151.685.53 

11,675.73 

5.255.50 
11,123.84 



114,651,695.44 



„ 597.45 
1,580,234.27 

* 315.415.33 

2, 2S2.7I 

2,350,150.04 

24,309.04 

135.^.49 
111,104.96 

tm 

608,028.05 

2,605.438.54 

1,322,543.85 

3,216,351.93 

747,403-72 

59,441.7$ 

2.004 00 



4.728.C5 
175,350.09 

2,894.39 

2,0^2.00 
40. 581 .84 
12.759.42 

186,659.95 

3,Ol2.fo 

62,694.52 

63,i».39 

11,8^7.78 

1,^33 

V^S, 124 90 

14,230.02 

3,850.50 
11,745.91 



$ 14.760,627.32 
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EXPENSES— ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



CONDUCTING TRANSPORTATION. 






C ^ 4> 
«8 O > 
i - 

|«| 

e« « O 

O 



u S o 



4> 



« 

H 



CD 4) 

a 4) a 
H 



Q 0) • 

♦J 2 O e« 



a" 
« S 

V K 



72.00 

128,876.44 

15. 253- II 

53.90 

"39,078.57 

2,139.93 

6,821.82 

W285 

54.56 

87,847.82 
93,So6.ii 

134.051.37 

29,248 44 

2, 170 32 

27.24 



13. 229.90 

5.26 

1,712.18 

9,774 54 
S.28 



442. 



S668 10 

« 637.43 

8,404.00 

412 59 

4, 237.95 
2,378.60 



71.317 70 
101.00 

264.^6 
X.32I 



■M 



t 795,905.19 



90.27 
54.838.88 

217.45 
11,284.39 

181 24 

78, 807 42 

557.74 

3,50^85 

3.608.99 

12446 

287.76 

?3. 300.07 

64,515.88 

32,934.36 

100,435.84 

17,384.52 

;8.o8 



1,1 



9,422.37 
52.84 
175.12 

7,634.32 
376.03 

47 39 

5,955.18 

39309 

1,965 53 

1,395 40 



103.67 

47,027.94 
638.25 

106.49 
330.92 



% 471,582.75 



35.075.28 



1,925.40 

23,28348 
591.86 

1,797.24 
382.68 

21.64 

52 17 
"35,175.96 

22,622.05 

49,825.65 

10,242 60 

144.32 



4,129.39 

14.23 

1,725.00 

5,178.39 

28 21 



406.63 
2,858.42 

24 44 

82999 

761.41 

253.36 

o 53.12 

18,371.25 

81.63 

62.09 
i8a.09 



I 216, 152. 30 



570.60 
1,276.467 55 



202,069.05 

2,491 00 

1,622.063 30 

21,683 60 

87,915-46 

85,708.76 

4,039 41 

1,764.18 

299,667.21 

1,858.585.82 

998,259.81 

2,215,227 60 

437,613.77 

27,945.90 



176,177 47 

6§4.6o 

5,981.23 

113.774.85 
2,613.64 
3,486.00 

34,828.34 
J. 449.70 

86,340.71 

1,475.53 
27,216.76 

28,334.50 

5,44695 

o o 549.05 

818.921.41 

7,782.54 

2,732 86 
8,340.54 



110,472,179.70 



333,729.42 
3.330.06 

46,369.63 

4 00 

470,630.67 

3.685.06 

45,924.99 

31, 9^)4.02 

617.01 

44.72 

45,530 02 

285,385 05 

267.789.15 

392,025.01 

80.046.46 
6.696 72 



41,748.53 

37.91 

370.00 

14,614 41 
74.85 



5,057 30 

28355 
22,742.32 

138.82 
8,606.04 
5.33238 
1,216.08 

o ^-93 

85.3^5 42 

1,189.19 

949.36 

1,753.50 



$ 2,904,269.62 



468.25 
557,207.21 

64, 722. 50 



905,000 79 

932.13 

58,591.12 

56, 196.21 

'79 



128.311.91 
919,2^8.12 
500,009.11 
1,065,230.09 
150.J08.73 
13,845.65 



47,876.57 
266.19 

16,763 14 

34,175-34 

1.40 



4.753.50 

43,120.55 
1,289.23 

7,932.31 
5,545.38 
2,853.00 



350,1 



157 29 
965.00 



760.50 
1,272.45 



% 4,938,159-46 



I 426,359.44 



87.43947 

465,052.60 

8,687.98 

30,164 67 

27,269.79 
1,091.03 



96.612.22 
264,236.43 
259.63^.07 
588,768.10 
126,406.84 
6,287.85 



40, 123. 07 



36.801.72 
836.31 



12,621.06 
2,511.21 

31,001.69 
1,267.50 
8.978.03 

11.885.76 

222,005.52 
1,083 01 

957.89 
1.084.45 

$ 2,761,295.45 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 40— CURRENT ASSETS 



RAILROADS. 



CURRENT LIABILITIES 



I 
w ■• . 



u u 

£*« 

■o o c 

s > c« 

< 



5 » 

CB ^ 



u n 



s^ 



«5 a o « 

«• « :3 o 

2 



Ames & Colleg^e 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Marshalltown & Dakota 

Burlineton. Cedar Rapids & Northern. 
Cedar Kapids, Garner & Northwestern 
ChicDgo, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Burlingrton & Kansas City., 

Kansas Citv, St. Joe & Council Bluofs, 

St Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern. . 

Chicago. Ft Madison & Des Moines 

Chicago, Iowa & 1 lakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago Rock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & Northwestern. 

Chicago. St. Paul. Minneapolis & O... 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Dubuque & Sioux City 

^tacvville Railroad. . 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason City & Ft Dod^e 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

M uscatine North & South 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Sioux City & Northern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



Total . 



310,000.00 
ISO, 000.00 



125,830.56 



587,650.76 



4,500,000.00 

59, 000. 00 
330,000,00 



4,000.00 



",847.42 
649,451.16 



I 6,7a7.779'9o 



1,388,244.03 
389.3aS.95 



1.764,436.12 

43,227 82 

319.548.75 

313.556 J7 
3.640.61 



1,059,063.07 

990,072.42 

623.54286 

3,034.507.99 

340,466.77 

37,379 83 

13.40835 

91,130.16 

6.390.60 

28,741.37 

381. 285. 51 

8.270.51 



19.788.35 

4, 060.76 

101.838.87 

3,247.63 

230.622. 

58.760. 

13.085. 

10. 



1,258,711.98 
8,27323 

54.398.54 
77, 857. w 



I 12,666.904.72 



I 1,008,800.54 



197,780.34 

' 675. 109.89 

13. 731 15 
82,252.24 

70,074 95 
4,523.69 

2i5,"726]8o 
1,584.943.88 

599.44 



53,903.17 
1.764, 



95,238.91 
34.983.92 



395 



8,898.97 

74,034 02 

1, 582. 40 



27,940 23 

5,615 01 

103. X 18. 16 

2, 315. 48 

^ 382.54 

46,930.16 

36.60 

412.35 



"^.m 



i 



,389.14 
.294.92 



t 6,910.611.19 



231.039.52 



266,276.01 



7,213.05 



179.0968* 

321,768.98 

165, 172.63 

87,950.85 

20. 73a 56 



59.818.95 
""4,18728 



6,490.22 
a6.S06.93 



482.87 



123,087.90 

59.69 
1,232.97 



I T,5o3,,oo6.89 
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AND LIABILITIES— Continued. 



TO AND INCLUDING JUNE 30, 1900. 



.-8 



•0= 

B m 
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Iftt 
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"8 
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ce cafth 
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OB >, 


9t 


B £ 


a 9 


« OB 


3 w 


«•— * 




CI (• 
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CQ 



o 
H 



5g 

B 
M B 

eg 

et o. 



1.732-75 



5a,SS6.5« 
10, 176. 00 



2,034.05 



201,380.00 



10s, 000 00 



$ 566.1a8.88 



1,977.967.00 

12,300.00 

176,630.50 



3.047,407.92 

323.992 03 
77.731.75 

50. 295. 00 

3.552.50 
16,700.00 



19.000.00 

1, 159,200.00 

29,297 2S 



95.040.00 
1,800 00 

i9.>35-94 

• • ■ • 

182, 177 00 



204.628 00 
619.738.00 



t 8.217.962.88 



6,000.00 
9.999.45 



960,925.65 
1,600 00 



160,758.89 
296,971 29 

1,596,30^.50 
244,816.58 



500 



16,004.45 



6,495 95 

3.645.00 

600.00 



$ 7.057,927.01 



9,698.44 
193.859.93 

524. 866. 72 



519, 230. II 
26.41 



■ • • • 



« 4.519.79947 



675,412.97 
18,346 39 

25,425.43 



59,778.92 
1,160,724.69 

31,167.02 
250.981 78 
152,095.40 



27,157.57 
57,293.34 



I 9,516,310.52 



10,197,391.10 

737. 106)29 

"6,'32i,"86o!3Q 

87,605.36 

578,421.49 

536.487." 

15,377.35 



1.465,548.76 

6,210,827.85 
2,747,590.40 
6.931,919 60 

1,801,815.57 

295.484 71 

13.408.35 

4,598,716.71 

6,390.00 

103,116.20 

865,484 08 

10,452 9» 



I 1,337,810.82 



70,915.86 

1,178,58321 

428,114 21 

16,055.33 
877,719.12 
134,648.40 

70,415.46 

31.894.25 

• • ■ * • • ■ 

3.325.961.40 
18,577.74 

263,475 37 
705,123 57 



f 50,644.508.90 



807,952.47 
300.00 

3.376,611.39 



154.761.63 
54,668.61 

3-414.09 



708,636.94 
3,494.897.95 
1,823,015.49 
3,019,731.56 

707,146.08 

32.581.53 



26,363.14 
" .576.34 
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51,842.53 
15,035 
213,649 



588.88 
088.69 



1,248.00 
955.883.01 

40,447.10 



t 7.299.252.00 
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TWENTY THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 43— 



RAILROADS. 



GBNBRAL OFFICERS. 



a 

9 

z 



ail 

o "7 
H 



< 



OTHER OFFICERS. 



e 

2 






« « 

baa . 

§§1 

< 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

goone Valley 
arlinetoD. Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Cedar Kapids. Garner & Northwestern 
Chicago, Barlington & Qaincy 



Chicago, Burlington & Kansas Citv. ... 
Kansas Citv, St. Joe & Coancil Bloffs. 
St. Loais, Keokuk & Northwestern. 



Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 

Chicago, Iowa & DakoU , 

Chicago. Great Western , 

Chicago, Milwaukee &St. Paul 

Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, St. Paul. Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Sioux City & Pacific ,.. 

Crooked Creek 

Des Moines Northern & Western 

Dubuque & Sioux City 

Stacyville Railroad 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa 1 eiitral , 

Albis& Centerville , 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason City & Ft. Ood^e 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Omaha& St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Tabor & Northern 

Urion Pacific 

Wabash 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



Total 



II 

.1 



10 

2 

13 

I 
3 
7 
7 

5 



112 



40,110 13 % 
3.137.80 
80,715.00 



4,7«a.5o 
1,56500 



71,740.07 



J,o8o! 



00 
00 



25. 199.92 



3,aoo.oo 
34,359-78 

723.00 

10,727.09 

5,991 « 

7,225.00 



1.500.00 



3,414 34 
994.50 

2,288.42 
2,616. <8 



I 303*357.34 



9.99 

1.75 

12.99 



a. 14 



22.75 



16 
3.39 

8.68 

'4.38 
7.40 



9.8 

4.69 

16.65 

7.6s 



4.79 

14 3! 
3.5' 

^56 



2 
16 

5 

3 



7 

► • ■ 

15 



70 



2, 100.00 



16,650.00 



1,785.00 



6,199-80 
61.207.36 
18, 000. 00 
10,046.64 



540.00 



t 5 83 



11,95a 00 
' 6,307.85 



1.458.40 
900.00 



^5.« 



1,117. 



$ 139.786.55 



7.62 



a-45 



849 

ia23 
11.50 
10.70 

t • • • 

.86 



4-7« 
7.01 

2.87 

3.07 

t-77 
3 57 
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EMPLOYES AND SALARIES— IOWA. 



GBNKRALOFFICB CLERKS 



B 



fie 



tea . 
S BB 

> u *« 

< 



STATION AGENTS. 



s 

9 



-28 ° 

* A O 
O U-M 

H 



6*a . 

< 



OTHBR STATION MBN. 



a 

9 
2 



-i 

•I. 

"3 S C 
(* a O 

o u«< 
H 



«3 

b«a . 
-go 



V 

< 



0.2 



BNGINEMBN. 



s 

9 



a 



z 






5 2 

Ma ■ 

sag 

< 



MX 
I 

46 



94 
is 



• * 

I 
a8 

4 

34 

I 



100,503.35 

480.00 

42,937.50 



1.069.03 
525.00 



69.538.33 

21,094.29 



17,33695 



1,798.00 
57,003.60 

150.00 

11.355-M 
2,418.00 
3.868 »o 



1.56337 



7 5,271.83 
2 164.93 

8 1.688. II 
8 1,816.29 

s«li 340.582.59 



S 1. 31 

2.98 



1.46 
.72 

■ • * • 

2,36 
3 55 



2.01 



1.23 
1.78 

2.00 
1.39 

1.83 
185 



*-33 



1.35 
1.45 



155 

<J 
'i 

7 
10 

6 
86 

200 

12 

13 

2 

117 

2 

71 



28 
12 

20 

5 

10 

12 

I 



8 
3 

8 
14 



1,421 



$ 2,589.00 

93,413.00 
1,992.00 

80,040.00 
6,408.00 
3.450.00 
2,700.00 
5,400.00 

2,745.25 
6^901.42 

158,456.75 

99. 103 20 

117,941 26 

9,180.00 

9,770.00 

891.15 

64,985.06 
960.00 

"35.68856 
1,250.00 

11,407.32 

0,335.70 

11,160.00 

• • • ■ a • 

5.952.14 

2,436.92 

480.00 



4.49509 
1,651.15 

3,513.31 
5,499.40 



$ 816,795.68 



• • • • • 




S 2.40 


13 


1.86 


■ ■ 

196 


.55 


2 


1 71 


374 


1.35 


4 


1. 18 


I 


I 06 


16 


1.48 


2 


2 00 


• ■ 

117 


l:?5 


816 
213 


1.93 


355 


2 44 
2 40 


& 


1.43 


.*■••■ 


1.69 


160 


1.32 


■ • • 


■ 


30 


1.40 


53 


1.71 


2 


"i;42 


36 


1.67 


I 
8 


\t 


3 
5 


1.82 


22 


1.53 




• ■ • • 

1.93 


• • • 

19 


1. 51 


I 


1.40 


3 


1.26 


3 


• 


2,564 



6, 540. 00 



86, 422. 96 
280.20 

150,474.00 

469.80 

180.00 

4,29600 

845.00 



59,340. 
[.763. 
100,068 40 



391. 



00 
93 



168,316.86 
25,792.76 
31,791.51 



57,341.08 

• • • • 

16,721.24 
15,978.05 

158.13 



10,856.52 

470.16 

2,333-64 

• • • • 

2,191.94 
2,688.11 



9,553.26 
316 21 

1.133.09 
1.400.75 



I 1.147.723.68 



S1.50 



.58 
1. 16 



1.40 

1.53 
1.54 
1.52 

lit 



1.26 



64 

15 
.22 



1 '\8 
M 
.82 
i.ii 
2.26 
1.46 



1. 61 
1 30 

1.21 
1-49 



1 
49 

108 

I 

176 

12 

2 
2 
2 
1 

385 
153 

13 
I 

139 



71 

1 
16 

3 
17 
3 
7 
7 
1 

10 

6 

2 
5 



1,772 



. 544 80 
6i,789.e)8 

137,746.80 

1,173.75 
219,007.54 

15,157.56 

1,443.00 

I,6S7.20 

2,422 18 

851.20 

150,544.26 

395,025.06 

208,991 98 

488,284.15 

23.881.88 

23,252.32 

918.37 

145,255.16 

2.^ 24 
79,848.92 

1,020.00 
19,200.17 

3.863.20 
17,800.07 



2,680 61 
780.00 

12,558 33 
1.247.49 

2,476.70 
5,390.05 



• 2,035,054.66 



«i 49 
3.72 



3.80 
3.21 
3-41 
3.40 
2.75 
2.68 
3.46 

3:^ 

3.48 

3.61 
4.i4 
4.37 
2.55 

3.41 

2.45 
3.75 



3.40 
3 22 

361 

3-54 

3.54 

399 
2.49 



4 
3 

3 
3 



61 

.96 
44 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE NO. 44— EMPLOYES 



RAILROADS. 





FiRKMAN. 






CONDUCTORS. 




^' 


All 




>> • 




T. te 


CO (s 




t: « 




ee <» 


-O (A 




« * 




a, c 


5, C 




ge 




^s. 


H . 






J2 


T?e£ 


?F5 


^ 


aBS > 


E 

3 


OS'S 


^ ««» — 


E 




z 


H 


< 


Z 


H 



— ce 
-o c 

M& • 

ic E C 

^ ^ o 

< 



Ames & Colle8:e 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Boone Valley 

Burlinirton. Cedar Rapids & Northern 

Cedar Rapids. Garner & North-Western. . 
Chicago. Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago. Burlington & Kansas City 

Kansas City. St. Joe & Council Bluffs .. 

St. Louis. Keokuk & North- Western. .. 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 

Chicago Iowa&i>akoca 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, St. Paul. Minneapolis & Omaha 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Crrek 

Des Moines Northern & Western 

Dubuque & Sioux Citv 

Stace^rville Railroad 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville. 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western. 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Louts 

Muscatine North & South 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Sioux Citv & Northern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash.. . 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGE ROADS, 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



Total. 



58 

"4 

i 

l83 

12 

2 
2 
2 
1 

38S 
153 

13 
1 



133 



3 
72 



I 
i8 

i 



10 

6 

2 

s 



1,864 



46,615.56 



81,485.00 
704.25 

127, «73 59 
8,594.16 

775.44 

228.92 
. 14-50 
511.79 
90.739.00 
261,531.10 
132.098.96 
338,824.66 

14.565.91 

]3,8ih.88 

540.00 



87,099.69 



1,616.00 
43.406.05 



666.00 

11,361.8c 

2,514.68 

10,912.43 



5,30307 
1,563.37 



480.00 

7,204 24 

672.17 

1,818.85 
3,898.70 



f 1.299.038 82 



12.81 

■ • ■ 

2.30 
1.93 

1.89 
1.50 
1.40 

a. 31 
1.40 
2.20 
2.30 
2.85 
2.2c 

ll' 

1.73 

2.04 



1.59 
2 04 



2.22 
1.82 
2 36 
2.12 



2.09 
3.21 



1-53 

2 33 

2.00 

2 91 
2.49 



1 
20 

78 

I 

124 

IX 



2 

2 

1 

64 

259 

122 

338 

II 

6 
1 



84 



47 



X 

13 

3 

II 

2 



8 
4 

2 

5 

1.235 



570,60 
24, 194. 04 



f X.56 
3.63 



82^330.99 
93900 

X40. 561.73 

12. 365. en 

1,67892 

1,947.91 
724.614 

67.744.00 
269,874.67 
134,496.92 
316,379.56 

XX. 328. 87 

7,82».o9 

540.00 



88,638.7s 



46.530.94 



920. 

2! 806' 3*1 

I0.735.83I 



00 

42 



4,97284 

1,799 57 



480.00 



9,589.25 
811.48 

1,23958 
3,951.10 



$ 1,258.624.66 



3-Si 
a. 57 
3-11 
3.21 

V • ■ • B 

2.A9 

2.81 

2.03 

2.90 
3. 

3-23 

3-29 
4.17 
1.73 

■3-48 



2.93 



2.40 

2 61 
3.16 

'3*04 
320 



1-S3 



3-77 
3.16 

I 9S 
2.59 
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AND SALARIES— IOWA— Continued. 



OTHER TRAIN MEN. 


MACHINISTS. 


CARPENTERS. 


OTHER SHOPMEN. 


• 

B 


og-2 


" g B 


• 

« 

a 

9 
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"SEC 

•; 


Is 

it ^ 

Sec 
V 


B 

a 

Z 


ca « 
s 

og-i: 


"O eo 
S0.2 


> • 
«l 

E 

9 

Z 


o8-= 


-Id 
Ml 




$ 21,194 16 

104. III. 94 

1,552.00 

190, 507. 79 

14,450.04 


I2.06 

1.94 
2. 12 

I 77 
1.83 

2. II 
1.94 

1-39 
1.50 

1 97 

2 30 
2.04 

2.09 

2.45 


38 
119 
172 

• • • • 
■ 

4 

2 

1 

40 

9» 
32 

•a 

97 

J 




S2.61 

2.45 
2.52 














32 


$ 28,818 00 
83, 100.00 

135.747*66 


30 
181 


S 17,823 60 


S2.09 


274 


t 124,512.60 


«i.59 


x68 

2 


109.158.35 


2 07 


370 

I 

927 

I 

21 

8 

5 
1 

171 

5«i3 

459 

721 

7 

222 

1 

a • • * 

249 


168,444 75 
Mo. 00 

478,667.72 

600.00 

10,408 56 

5,19708 

2, 20 62 

367 50 

155.581.26 

293.586 13 

2II.252.i;4 

374.1.^^3 

8,000 ^0 

110,949 53 
420 00 

»9.285'38 


I 02 


a95 
22 


350 

1 
I 
I 

'io8 
20s 
147 
379 


230,764 92 


2 II 




696.00 
977 16 
784 03 


2.00 
2.20 
1.96 


I 56 


3 

3 

2 


2,441 40 
2,119.65 

1,021.5^ 

85.310 00 

321,234 05 

I49 362.60 

401,654.4' 

16.324 42 

10,715.57 


2,933.52 

1,011.7; 

84750 
34.141 46 

66,404 75 

24,I35.<»4 

131.7798; 

42,245 63 

57.859 91 
560 00 


2.41 
2 09 

3-32 
235 
2.40 
2.61 
2 14 

'4 

1 80 
1 62 


2.01 
1.48 
I.OI 


521 

21? 

688 

25 

15 


74.99800 
108.936 67 

92.584 88 
255. 199 54 

28 416.90 

54.75066 


IS 
2 05 
2 21 
185 
1.70 


156 

305 
1.72 

I 35 






• ■ • ■ 

III 


78,779 05 


2 3i 

2 18 
2.05 
2.05 

2.28 
2.03 
237 


175 


121,039 20 


2.14 


128 


60 099 88 


1 61 








21 
115 


10,072.25 
40, 548 70 


.!? 


10 

81 

8 

10 

4 
u 


4,124 62 

45.66rzo 

1,008 60 

■ a • • ■ ■ 

7.316.12 
4,031 10 
6,798 00 


3D 
150 


10.402 16 
71.087.77 


1.20 


lOI 


55,793 79 


1.92 


1 53 


2 


1.080 00 
13.07367 

2,719,57 
14,403.16 


1.80 

It 

2.04 

1.90 
2.03 


25 

I 

I 
3 




I 
101 

19 

3 

■ ■ ■ ■ 

6 
36 


315 00 

40,785 2Q 

9,85699 
1,826 40 

'3.V15 58 

4,330 21 


1. 13 
I 49 
I 53 
1.70 


21 

4 
20 


11,260 15 
2,238 10 
4,55772 


1 80 
2 91 

237 
2 50 


i 


5,212 50 
2,m85 73 


•? 


8,274 72 
1,488.39 


1 93 

2 40 


1. 81 


2D 


753 57 


2.82 




















• 
























13,747 07 
1,050 10 

8,769.20 




»3 

7 

2 

8 


9.078 54 
71992 

99092 
4.905 65 


2 24 
I 60 

1.5; 
1 56 


II 

2 

5 


7, 176 42 

29077 

4,289 20 


1.95 
2 41 

2 74 


6 
12 

5 
5 

I.«^4 


4.578,73 

858 79 

3.385 85 
3.431.00 


228 
208 

2 16 
2.13 


25 

10 

15 

■ ■ • • • 

4.387 


1.76 
164 

187 




1,179 








2.53^ 


$ 1,553,202 21 




t 750,880 8^ 




i 1.145,828 98 


t 2.i99.«io8.7"» 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 45— 



RAILROADS. 



SECTION FORBMKN. 



V 

B 

9 

2: 



« B 

' a . 

O u «-• 

H 



v^ a 

> CI ^ 



OTHER TRACKMEN. 



B 

9 



fc> (0 

ca B 



2o.2 
o ■ 



u «• 






Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Boone Vallev 

Burlineton, Cedar Rapids & Northern 

Cedar Kapids, Ga^-ner & Northwestern... 
Chicago. Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 

Kansas Citv, St. Joe & Council Bluffs 

St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western . . 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul... 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, St. Paul. Minneapolis & Omaha 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Kock Island & Northwestern . . 
Dubuque & Sioux City 

Stacyville Railroad 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason Citv & Ft. Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatme North & South. 

Omaha & St Louis.. 

Willmarft Sioux Falls 

Tabor & Northern. 

Wabash 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Bnrlington & Northwestern . 

Burlington & Western 

Total .. 



I 

4 

i65 

3 

176 

14 
12 

9 
to 

3 
260 

390 

13 
14 

2 

128 
I 

2 

58 

4 
I 

38 
M 
a7 
3 
12 

13 
1 

7 
3 

8 
1,600 



$ 468 25 


S1.28 




2,280.00 


1.58 


41 


90,233.65 


1.50 


635 


1.620.00 


1.47 


9 


90,896.38 


1. 41 


1,133 


6,720.00 


1.31 


57 


6,204.00 


1.42 


73 


4,380,00 


1.33 


34 


5,520.00 


1.51 


34 


1,350.00 


1 23 


10 


44.411-38 


1.55 


9S 


151,666.71 


'•Z3 


110,790 00 


1.84 


1,206 


144.258.95 
7.155.00 




••1? 


7,200 00 


1.64 


59 


1,020.00 


163 


4 


"57,634 15 


164 


974 


480.00 

1,380 00 


l:ii 


3 
21 


32,763.10 


1:« 


363 


2,115.00 


17 


600,00 


a 00 


7 


18,880.80 


I 57 


190 


7,13883 
13,560.00 


1.40 
I 49 


Z 


, , 


1 47 


18 


6, 166. 20 


I 53 


38 


1.95328 

480 00 


73 
4 


3,70350 


1 79 


1 


1,40923 


1.49 


2] 661. 40 


1.82 
1.64 


22 

36 

8,664 


t 835.645.21 



13.367.28 

285.497.00 

3.529.20 

379.355.52 

a fir 

12,002. 

13,194.20 

3.923.30 

245,126.70 

365.88|.67 
412, 578 06 
483,074.01 

31,824.47 

16,556.70 

1.409 01 

310,3^.45 

10, 7M 00 
82,012 72 
4,536.95 
3,036.94 
39.591 96 
16,020 85 

11,848.44 



13,191.59 

' S,ii8 53 

1,360.00 

10,174.37 
1.804 49 

9.327 80 
15,064 95 



$ 2,850,968.21 



I 1.30 



44 

25 

07 

.10 

23 
13 
25 

.22 
26 

23 
27 
31 
50 
29 
25 

36 

20 
■29 

25 
25 

50 
39 

44 
25 
2$ 

.10 

98 
as 



35 
34 
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SWITCHMEN, FLAGMBN 
AND WORKMBN. 


TELEGRAPH OPER- 
ATORS. 


EMPLOYES ACCOUNT, 
FLOATING KMPLOYMENT. 


ALL OTHER EMPLOYES 
AND LABORERS. 

1 


Number. 


« a 

U w 

H 


*E5 
t-o® 


a 

3 


C3 C 

iS 


•'ag 
M0.2 


• 

V 

a 

9 


M » 

>»a . 

uX 

H 


bco.S 
> c« u 


• 

a 

9 


A C 

511 

H 


if a a 
bo3.2 


13 
61 

178 
1 

2 
3 

47 
401 

as 

■ • * * 

89 

a? 
44 


$ 9, 193-08 
'"47,89095 

"123,275 05 

660.00 

1,200 00 

^416 08 

• 
• • 

42,796.25 

247,814 85 

92,094.00 

197,382.30 
13,509.10 
ai, 186 91 

■ • • • 

55,35079 

■"14,884 12 
20,375 65 


12.88 

248 
.... 
1.90 
2 11 

1 64 

2 57 

> « • • 

2.50 

2.06 

a 23 
2.40 
2 26 

"i'9i 

■ ■ * 

1 75 

2 01 

1 86 

• • • • 

2 04 

1.29 

\t 

a 09 

a 51 

I 75 


6 
71 

• • • • 

116 

3 
3 
I 

1 

• ■ • 

78 

270 

12 

8 

' ■ • ■ 

' 73 

• ■ ■ 

2 

39 

I 

24 

a 
10 

I 

4 

a 

5 
I 

2 
I 


S 2,876.04 
39.975 00 

• • 

76,400 60 

1.99380 

1,099-92 

570 00 

600 00 

"36,463 50 

176.047.98 

53,370.00 

157,169 14 

7,792 69 

3,801.00 

• • a 

47,177 52 

900.00 
20,620.81 

420.00 

" 7,553-37 

991 33 

3,323.16 

a • • ■ ' > « ■ 

2.560.45 
352.42 

"3,49668 
19494 

908.35 
1,030 30 


I1.60 

1.75 

1.80 
1.82 
1. 00 
1.56 
1.64 

1.85 
2.09 

2.29 
1.90 
2.07 
1.52 

1.76 
164 

I 57 
1. 15 

1.81 
I 16 
a 00 
I 88 
1-58 

a 12 

a. 74 

I 45 
3.29 


17 

• ■ a 

• • • • 

a a • • ■ 

• • • • ■ 

• ■ • ■ ■ 

a ■ • • 
> • ■ • 

a ■ • 

- • ■ • 
■ • ■ « 

• « ■ * 

• • • 

• a 

a 


• ■■■a ••• 
aaa •••■•• 

s 18,815.55 

aa ■■•■ •> 


a • ■ ■ ■ • a * 

S 310 

-■••• ••*■ 
fl a a a 

* ■ • a ■ • • • 

a«»* ■■*■«• 


53 
251 

9 

4 
3 

• • • a 

1,718 

177 
1,640 

2 
402 

I 

a 

9 

4 

27 

1 

13 
40 

13 

2 

la 

13 


$ 240 00 

22,930.92 

" 155.58328 

■"248,38983 

5' 392 44 

5.52828 

2,425 80 
1,422.11 

179, 892 04 

1, 237, U9. 54 

115,627 32 

720,601 57 

32,388.76 

2,507.53 
290 16 

224.436 67 

9,784 14 

97,33890 

419.65 

3,022 36 

1,806 55 

13.70700 

" 6,183.49 
4,34896 

9,05891 
345 70 

6,882.60 
7.078 55 


1 65 
1. 91 

1 62 

It 

2 02 

2 13 
2 09 

I 85 

1.50 

x'73 

* §* 
1 83. 

I 15 


aB«*a-. •••••• 

■ ■■■ ■ »mmmm»mm 

■ • aas* ■•*• 

■ ••■••■ •>•■ 

a«a* *••■• 


aa* ■•••« 
a ■ * • • a 

• • a • • » 
■ > • • « • B 




*•■■■■ ••••• 

■ ■« • •a«««« 

■ •• ■■•*•■»• 
■ •• •••■aa 


■ •••■ ••• 

• • ■ • a • • 

' ■ • • • • ■ 
• a • • • • • 

• • • • • • ■ ■ 

• • • • 

■ •••. ••■a 

• ■•••• 

1 59 

• • • . a • ■ 

• • • 




15 

• * • 

S 

3 

a 

la 


5.515.51 
3,047.16 

1,769 58 

• • ■ > • • 

7,245 33 

1.573.95 
549.00 


i-»5 

a 50 
i!l6' 








II 

3 


883:^9 


a. 33 

I 80 

183 

I 74 


1 


>••••• 


• ■> -•••> 


1.369 


t 910,953.49 




1,059 


1647,68900 




19 


f 19.698 84 




5.420 


13,085,183.06 





'ISS 



TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 46— EMPLOYES AND SALARIES - 



RAILROADS. 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Marsha>ltown & Dakota 

Burlingron, Cedar Rapids & Northern 

Cedar Kajpids. Garner & Northwestern 

Chirajfr, Rurlingrton & Quincy 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 

Kansas i it v. St. loe & Council Bluffs.. , 

St Loi 4s, Keck UK & Northwest>rn 

Chicago. Fort Madison & Ues Moines 

Chicago, 1o<^a & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee &St. Paul 

Chicago. Ko> k I>>lnnd & Pacific 

Chi ago & North-Wetttern 

Chicago, Si. Paul Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Sioux Cit y & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport. Kock Island & Northwestern.. . 
Dubuque & Sioux City 

Siacyville Railroad 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia &Centerville 

Iowa Noriht-rn 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Lou's 

M uscatine No* th & South 

Omaha & St . LouiM 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 

S'oux Cit V & Northern 

Tabor & Northern 

Wahash 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAUGB ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



TOTAL, INCLUDING GEN- 
ERAL OFFICES. 



Xi 

B 

9 



I 

s 
8 
>> . 

««.2 

mm W 

<* a 



a 

MO. 

21 
V o 

> u 

< 



TOTAL, EXCLUDING 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 



Xi 

E 

s 

2: 



B 

o 

u 

"5" 

>.» 

— B 
(• 9/ 

o "■ 






< 



63S 



I.8a.^65 
386,823.96 



Total 



2,848 

4.8?6 
iS8 

'^ 

84 
30 

,46^ 
21C 

18 

73 
2,99g 

186 
1.551 

582 

299 
52 

131 
271 

II 

181 

76 

103 
122 



1,741,472.70 
IS, 948. 20 

2,794,924. 8« 

92,362.44 
59.170.92 
41.601 96 
46.718.48 
14.432.72 
1,337,189.07 

4,618,26^62 

1,954.483 c8 

4,327,146.03 

272. 406. 89 

372,578 61 

9,608.69 

22,799-99 
i,53o,co7.7o 

J- '38. 45 

88,132,77 

779, 020. 64 

9.9o8..\^ 

8,304.94 

249,709.77 

64.211.^ 



143.414. 



72,172.3s 
37, 491. 02 

• ■ ■ ■ 

6, 460. 00 

i2o,34«i.88 

14,070 36 

55,699 75 
64. 41 60 



37,696121,36331955 



2.12 



I 



635 s 386. 823. 96 



1.95 2,837 



1.74 
1.71 
1.37 

1.07 
1.38 
1.90 
a. 04 

1 93 

2.c6 
1.88 
1.89 



1.82 

1.66 
1.87 
1.28 
18.85 
1.73 

1.75 
2.03 



1.65 
1.87 



1.83 

1.84 
1.78 



81 

28 

1,927 

7.235 
3,466 
8,210 

^1 

15 

70 
2,98g 

1,53^ 

35 

15 

579 

145 

292 

47 

131 

271 

72 

100 
119 

37.550 



1,701,362,57 



2,7»4.i99.83, 

92,362 44' 

59 170 92, 

44 604 96 

42 005.98 

12.867.72 

i.337,iH9.t7 

4,546. 523.5«i 

«, 954,483 98 

4,327,146 03 

272,406 89 

372,«;28.6i 

6,588.69 

19.550 01 

1.504,807.58 

,2. 138.45 

84.9^77 

744,66086 

9.9^ 33 

238, (^2. M 

63,220 38 

136, 189 66 



72,172.35 
37,49'. on 



4, 06a 00 

116,931.54 
13.075.86 



I 



3, 4' 1. 33 
1,795.02 



S 21.041.031 20 



2.12 



1.91 

1.70 
I 71 
1.37 
1.42 
1.56 

1-33 
1.90 
2. ex 

1-93 

2.06 
1.80 
1.58 

1.80 

;:g 

X.8I 

1.28 



1.67 
1.65 
1.94 


1.87 



2.08 
1.76 

1.80 
1.73 
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IOWA CONTINUED AND ENTIRE LINE. 



DISTRIBUTION. 



la 

'S 

s 

(8 



ce 

o o 

c U 

re a 

c *- 



u a 
S a 
re 4j 



a 
re 



d 
'S 
u a 
s o 

a re 
o*- 
U 



ENTIRE LINE. 



TOTAL, ENCLODING GEN- 
ERAL OFFICERS. 



B 

o 



re £5 

* S o 

o u «-• 

H 



^ a 
«> « 

2 S B 
«o.2 



TOTAL, EXCLUDING GEN- 
ERAL OFFICERS. 







>s 




>> < 


^^ 1 




— re 


SS 




^ M 




?.o 


^C 


h. 


« o 


V 4> 


4> 


=^0. . 


00a . 


s 


ill 


2S« 


3 


o u «-• 


> W w 


z 


H 


< 



$ 8,62j.32 



90,094.28 
123,662.50 



7,566.53 

1,565.00 

6,199.80 

202.485.76 

i8,6co.oo 



^0.00 
3.080.00 

10, 500. 00 

4,998.00 
91.363.38 

870.00 

34,032.30 

8.570.01 

2,317.80 



$ 27,041.28 S 171,154.20 



538,694.37, 526.356.55 



783,813.43 
2,622.15: 

36.232.48, 

17,595.78 

20,136.31 

5.273.30 

354. 299. 21 

1,152673.68 

724,743-29 

I 548 533 59 

30,331-74 
2,429.01 



697,211.99 

61,447.14 

12,947.32 

9,714.21 

4,060.40 

1,215.00 

297,101.29 

721,195.84 

188.667.59 
290,514.70 



183,958.85 
560.00 



547.224.00 

1,785.45 
15,175.20 

153. 100 49 

8,080 20 

3.801.00 

62, 130 82 

25,742.64 

41,105.04 



3, 021. 77 i 



25,223.00 
9,560 20 



2,400.00 
8,220 04 
1.159.43 



2,220 00 

19,359.09 
4,855.01 



4,844 95 20,755.80 
5,55075 32,23590 



< 649.775 62lf6.216.773.46 



164,623.38 

10.976.00 
216,314 00 



55,712.46 
15.172,23 
13,610 77 



11,708.^8 
5,083.78 



25,578 67 
2,442.56 

16,444.25 



$ 180, 005. 16 



586, .347. 50 



1,190,236 91 



9,<^i 12 

17,294.97 

14,949.24 

6, .'*07. 42 

679,588.77 

2,541,908.34 

1.022.473.10 

2,488,097.74 



158,238.02 
3,599-68 

■ ■ « 

807, bjo. 32 
960.00 

56.983 57 

318,242 77 

1,828.13 

3,6^ 94 

97.834.19 

19.726.21 

76,381.05 



35,240 77 
19,825 27 



1,840.00 

67,188 08 

5,613.36 



654.75 
624.9s 



«3.703 777.76 t10.452.344.33 



4 
19,515 

3,133 

31 

25,110 

1,843 
1,671 

84 

30 

3.799 

12.988 

30,0Ji 

5,^64 

722 

18 

3,158 

6 

186 

1,901 

?l 

769 
152 

1,708 



$ 1,823 65 
10,444.167.00 



.358 
1, 536 

232 

II 

9,028 

173 

I 

io3i 
1221 



1,888,020.00 

15,948.20 

15,6^7,752.81 

185,301.58 

1, 127, 453 20 

942.24.91 

46.718.48 

14,450.72 

2,722,971.55 

I5,*i02,73l.20 

7.850.561.72 

16,972.641.70 

3,948,124.78 

400.571. X) 

9.66S.69 

22,799-99. 
1,681,452.89; 

J- »38. 45 

88,H2.77 

942.597.12 

9,908.33 
8,303-94 
313.265 83' 

>,2ii.59; 

1.370 02 



89I; 



2.03 

• • • • ■ 

1.92 

i.'Sq 
1.56 
1.82 
1.66 
1.67 

1.38 
1.96 
2.04 
2.04 
2.02 
2.10 
1 87 
1.89 

'[!88 
I 32 

1 he 
1.8 

1 21 

1 72 

::a 



206. 889. 861 
263.986.35, 
103,677 88 

6,460 00' 

6,017,293.90' 
79.577.05' 

^5.699.75 
64.411 6o 



1.70 
1.77 
2 79 

'2! 1*3 
1.77 



149 198* 88,565. 298.1; I 



4 
19, 459 

3,122 
24,961 

1,663 
81 
28 

3.787 
24,288 
12.966 
30,020 

5.936 
706 

15 

70 

3-138 
6 

184 

i,888| 

351 

766 

145 
1,701 



$ 1.823 61; 
10, 056, 727. 68 



352 
1.519 

219 

„ 9 

8,990 
169 

100 
119 



148.686 



1,847, 
15,038; 

1,095, 

919, 

42. 

12, 

2,656, 

15.261, 
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16,798, 
3,802, 

395, 
6. 

19, 
1,613. 

84. 
905. 

9. 

7, 
302, 

63. 
855. 
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948.20 
193.81 
051.50 
959-00 
588.20 
005.98 
885.72 

651. 15 

911.91 

261 84 

258. 50 

34668 

807.04 

588.69 

550.03 

70"; 47 

138.45 

9^2.77 

237.34 

908 33 

433 94 

538.74 

220.35, 

870.02 



200,^62 86 

260.388 01 

70,491 65 

d. 060.00 

5.846,577.15 
74.477 05 

S3, 41 1-33 
61,795 02 
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1-97 
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1.53 
1.77 
1.63 

1.56 
1.33 
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.81 
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65 
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FREIGHT TRAFFIC. 
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Freight earn- 
ings per mile 
of road. 


Freight earn- 
ings per train 
mile. 


Percentage of 
freight from 
point to point 


KXPBNSB OF RUNNING AND 

MANAGEMENT OF FREIGHT 

TRAINS. 


Av.cost per ton 
per mile to 
move freight. 


AVERAGE NUMBER TONS 
OF FREIGHT. 
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Amount. 


Per train 
mile. 
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RAILROADS. 



PASSENGER AND FREIGHT TRAFFIC. 



g b«« 
(0 4; n 

«* *- s 

Ok 



PASSKNGER AND 

FREIGHT R&VSNUB 

PER MILE OP ROAD. 



i 



9 

o 

S 

< 



Ames & College . 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ij 

Marshalltown & Dakota !. 

Burlington. Cedar Kapids & Northern 

Cedar Kapids. Garner & Northwestern 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy . 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 

Kansas Citv, St. Joe & Council Bluffs 

St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul 

Chicago, Kock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Kock Island & Northwestern 

Dubuque & Sioux Ciiy 

Stacy ville Railroad 

Des Moines Union , 

Albia & Centerville 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

.Muscatine North & South 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Tabor & Northern 

Wabash 

Winona & Western 

NARROW GAUGE RO.\DS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



116,587 61 



19.86 



4.3ao,95o.t7j 97291 



77,S59.12 

37.' 29-23 

3,241,891.19 

9.988, 283.«;o 

0,746.359.84 

10,164,303.50 

750. 100.40 

430, 399.3* 
15,737.31 



3,015,435.2s 
5,8a3.oo 



Total 



1.666,770.05 

32,632.69 

14.066.86 

423,149.80 

224,963.23 

464,259.32 



199, 123 56 
50.745.56 

14.737.13 

177.870.61 

40,687.66 

91 . 8ro. 80 
loi. 164.24 



71 00 

264 
462.21 

1,782.48 
1,060.09 
1. 20. 10 

102.05 

80.^7! 

17.61 



638.75 
7.93 



4,168.75 

24.44 

5.93 

175-59 
138.2* 



6§ 72 
38.63 

8.79 
140. 1 

23.5 

52.5 

104 2 



542,413.529.84 



5.87047 
4.441 J6 



1.092.38 
1,406.40 
7.013 59 
5,603.58 
6.310.38 
8,091-95 
7.35032 
5,348 
893 



4.720.84 
734-17 



3,9^.25 

1.37^13 
2.372.00 

2,409.87 

2,44| 25 

3.348.43 



3,029.87 
1.313-63 
1.675.44 
1,267.03 

1,731-39 

1.748.50 
970.87 



BOAKD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
MILEAGE TRAFFIC— IOWA— CONTiNiJED. 



PAi^BNG.I. AND FR.IGHT TRAFFIC. 


<!..>»■ 


oT 


."5.: 


rASStBGlR AHD 


STmi'S. 


„„„.. 


■1. 


""E. 


.'i"- 


■«: 


ii 


1 


P 


1 11°'^ 


1 


?ll 




















1 i*,3io» 


« 6.4fe.78 


» 130.00800 


i-6.i;6:« 


» 71,464.20 


* 3.648.75 


I 2,»^.47 






*.5».4Jo.aJ 


«,6?i.S4 

i,li6:»» 
■ 7.1M-81 

8,508.30 

933- = 
..8i8.75 

•At 


4.5«-4W« 

7.127, 3»-- » 

"Hi 
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■111 
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5.972.35 
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1,8.3.98 

1,0.*.J} 


3.133-734.69 

"'i-^H 
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2*718.37 

'■1:13 

191.474.1" 

112,538.96 

70.761 91 
109. 701. 9J 


i'ao-W 
976.5: 

ii 

1,190.08 

"■3.567'9J 
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i.oii.Sj 
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'414. 89 
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85.56 
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"111 


l6,'6iiV^i.96 
■"291.107.20 

61i.369.22 
13! 259:48 


■88.'i7 
74^53 

32, 35 
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TABLE No. 54- 



RAILROADS. 



MILKS RUN. 



BY TRAINS EARNING REVENUE. 



V 

an (8 

an ^ 

9L. 



J5 a 
.fif3 

fa 






o 
H 



Ame« & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Marshalltown & Dakota 
Burlinffton, Cedar Rapids & Northern . . 
Cedar Kapids, Garner & Northwestern . 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy.. . 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City... 

Kansas Citv, St. loe and C. B 

St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern .. 
Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines. . 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western.. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago, Kock Island & Pacific 

Chicago & North -Western. 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minn. &0 

Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport Rock Island & Northwestern. 
Dubuque & Sioux City . 

Stacyville R. K 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Willmar & Sioux F;)lls 

Sioux Citv & Northern 

Tabor & Northern 

Wabash . 

Winona & Western 



NARROW GAGUE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



Total. 



57,a6o 



46,602 
948,218 

1,957,2^ 
2,332,966 

170 

219 



i^ 



1,178.198 
5.370 



538,784 
24,420 

"211,985 

49- 819 
18b. 73 « 

24.203 



132,894 
14.711 

39,684 
102,049 



11,783.140 



80,370 
1,573.950 



45,908 

1.42^819 

5.148,580 

2,758,553 

4,788,962 

219,629 

165,353 



1,462,088 
5.080 

926,06s 
15, 185 

'234.189 
60,290 

183.991 



121,10' 



141.503 
14.711 

13.047 
104,348 



19.494,732 



680 



138,3" 



35,346 2,881,452 



33,804 



92.510 

33-704 

. 2,372,067 

286,669 7,566.496 

272,210 4.987.991 

350,6121 7,472,540 

10.642 401.006 

5,357 390,586 



2.640.286 
10,450 



10.016 



37.915 
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MILEAGE TRAFFIC-IOWA— Continued. 
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ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 
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MILEAGE, OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS 



OF 



RAILWAY COMPANIES. 



BOABD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



321 



MILEAGE, OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS OF RAILWAY 

COMPANIES. 



AMES & COLLEGE RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PROPERTV^ OPERATED 



• 

NAMS. 


TBRMINALS. 


line for 
ass of 
named. 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles of 

eachc] 

roads 


• 

Ames & College Ames 


College 


«.9« 







OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 

W. M. Greeley 
W. M. Greeley 
E. W. Stanton 
M. K. Smith.. 
M. K. Smith . 
M. K.Smith.. 



LOCATION OP OPPICB. 



Chairman of the board 

President 

First Fice-president . . . 

Secretary 

Treasurer . 

General manager 



Ames. 
Ames. 
Ames. 
Ames. 
Ames. 
Ames. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAME OF DIRECTORS 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


1 

NAME OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICS ADDRESS. 


W.M. Greeley 


Ames. Iowa 


M. Stalker 


Ames, Iowa 


E. W. Stantoq 

M. K Smith.. 


Ames. Iowa 


C. F.Curtiss 


Ames, Iowa 


Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa .. 


Geo. H. France 


Des Moines, Iowa.... 


J. L.Budd. ..;.!."** 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



I. 

3. 

3. 



ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

Railroad line represented by capital stock \ f ^ranchw and spurs. 
Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 
Line operated under trackage rig^hts. 





TSRMINALS. 


MILES. 


NAME. 






• 


■ 




FROM— 


TO— 


•eg 


Each 
ciai 


I. a The Atchison, T. & S F. Ry. Co . . 


•Chicago, Stewart Av Cr 


N.M. & Tex. state line. 


I.S96.47 




^ The Atchison, T. &S.F.Ry.Co.. 


f.^nc'tna, 111 


Pekin, Hi 


181.38 
233.06 






La Junta, Col 


Denver, Col 






Newton, Ran 


Purcell. I. T 

I. T.& Texas state line. 






Holliday, Kan 


443.21 






No. Lexington, Mo.... 


St. Joseph, Mo .. 


76.4s 






Atrhison, Kan .... 


Topeka, Kan .... 


S0.S4 






Wilder, Kan .... 


Hawthorne. Kan 


45-41 






Lawrence, Kan 


No. Ottawa. Kan 


s6.S2 






No. Ottawa. Kan 


Emporia June. . Kan. . . 


S4 96 






Burlinirame, Kan 


Alma, Kan 


24.20 






Osare City, Kan 
Burlington June. , Kan. 


Quenemo. Kan 

Gridley. Kan 


19.43 






Sa.36 






Colony, Kan 


Yates Center, Kan . . 


H 7» 
58-79 

1798 






Chaniite, Kan 


Pittsburg, Kan 

Coffey vine. Kan 






Ciierry Vale, Kan 






Cbanute, Kan 
Benedict. Kan 


Longton, Kan 


44 18 
40 S7 






Madison June, Kan... 
Cedar Vale, Kan 






Independence, Kan.... 


S4.79 

85.23 

6^67 






Emporia. Kan .. 


Moline, Kan 






Ellinor. Kan 


Bazar, Kan 






Gladstone. Kan 


Neb. stitte line, Kan... 


iS6r84 






Wichita, Kan 


Pratt, Kan 


79.77 






Abilene, Kan 


Salina, Kan 


22 56 






Manchester, Kan 


Barnard. Kan 


43. S6 






Florence, Kan 

Augusta, Kan 

Mulvane, Kan 


Winfield, Kan 


72 73 
20.41 






Mulvane, Kan 






Caldwell, Kan 


37.01 
18.35 






Wellington, Kan .. .. 


Hunnewell, Kan. 






Hun'ewell, Kan 


Tonkawa, 0. T 


2S 01 






Hutchinson, Kan 


Fonca City. 0. T 


142.20 
21.08 






Attica, Kan 


Medicine Lodge, Kan. 






Mulvane, Kan 


Englewood, Kan 


166.38 






Florence, Kan 


Ellenwood, Kan . 


98.21 






Little River, Kan 


Holyrood, Kan 


26.30 






Hutchinson, Kan 


Kinsley. Knn 

Scott City, Kan 

Jetmore, Kan — 
Pawnee, 0. T 


83.56 




- 


Great Bend, K^ 


120.07 






Larned, Kan 


46 53 






Guthrie, O. T 


71.5^ 






Pueblo, Col 


Canon City. Col 


40 23 






Dillon, N. M 


Blossburg, N. M 


J- 47 
i 09 






Las Vegas, N. M ... 
Lamy, N. M 


Hot Springs. N. M. 






Santa Fe. N. M 


18.13 






Socorro, N. M 


Magdalena, N. M 


37 39 






Rincon, N. M 


Deming, N. M 
Lake Valley. N. M 


54.33 






Nutt. N. M 


13 52 






Darning, N. M 


Silver City. N. M 


ilt 






Whitewater. N. M .. 


Santa R«ta, N. M 






Hanover, N. M — 


Fierro, N. M . 


6.66 






^Niotaze, Kan 

N. M. & Texas line 
Nebraska state line 


Owasso. 1. T 


57 79 


4.743.35 




El Paso. Texas 

Superior, Neb .... 
Pekin Junction, 111 


^t # ^J* ^4r 


2. R. G. &£. P. Railroad 


""2." 53 


20.17 


S. Fremont, E. & M. V. Railroad 




Toledo, Peoria & Western Railway 


Streator Junction, 111.. . 






Kansas City Belt Railway 


Big Blue Junction, Mo. 
Niotaze, Kan. 


Kansas Citv, Mo 




Missouri Pacific Railway 


State line, Kan 




Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. 
Chicago & W. I. Railway 


St. Joseph, Mo. 

Chi .Dearborn St.Sta.Ill 


.Atcbiaon. Kan 


19.56 




Stewart Ave. Cross., UK 


1.43 


43. 4ft 




^ ^ 


Total oDerated 


4,806.00 


^m ** ^^mM ^^ m^^^ • ^m * *»^H •••••■• ■•••• 






^^ " ■ ^ • ^^^^ 



* Exclusive of 6. 44 miles of rented track. Big Blue Junction to Kansas City, 
t Exclusive of 5.01 miles of rented track, Streator Ji ' ~ " »» •^- » -- 
t Exclusive of 6.01 



M( 



miles of rented track, Streator Junction to Pekin Junction, 
miles of rented track, Niotaze to state line. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD UUMM1S3IQNERS. 

OFFICERS. 



,.„. 


,™. 


OFFICt, 






N Y k 


i£g'^S' 




8EISK. 


FirM ylte-pre»ident ind Benettl Jolidtor 

Second vic«-preiident 






























































■ v. f:;.-.. :.::.;;::; 


Ani>IBiil gcncrarffeiiihi agrni 


(':.!:;';.. 


^^i^B^"' :::;:■:■ 








Chir^i^t"), 























































































ORGANIZATION. 



..„.„,„c.o,. 


„„„,„„„.„, 


.-„o„,„c„„ 


K..XO„.C. *..««. 












































Vk<«Mo«V«.i 




BcujaminP. Cbtntj 

p y 



















NOT»— Term ol Dite 
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TWENXr-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



MARSHALLTOWN & DAKOTA RAILWAY COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


A line for 
road 

Hi. 


* 


FROM— 


TO— 


Miles c 
each 
name 


Marshalltown & Dakota Railway company 


Fraser, Iowa 


Gowrie. Iowa. 


21 



OFPICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICE. 


President 1 


Hamilton Browne 

S. T. Meservey 

T. W. Carpenter 

William A. Kelly 

M. F. Collins 


Boone, Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


Fort Dodi^e, Iowa. 


Secretary 


Boone. Iowa. 


Auditor 


Eraser. Iowa. 


General Manai^er 


Fraser, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOPFICE ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


Hamilton Browne 

S. T. Meservey 

J. J. WriKht 


Boone. Iowa. 
Fort Dodee, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 


T. W. Carpenter 

William A. Kelly .... 


Boone« Iowa. 
Fraser, Iowa. 



I. 

a. 

3. 
4. 



Date of expiration of term, May 1901. 

Total number of Stockholders at date of last election 

Date of last meetini; of Stockholders for election of Directors, 

Give postoffice address of General Office 

Give postoffice address of Operating: Office 



II 

May, 1900 

Fraser, Iowa 

Fraser, Iowa 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 82 

BURLINGTON, CEDAR RAPIDS & NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

I . Railroad line represented by capital atock j J g'a^c'bM.nd ipun. 
1. Proprietary companies wtioae entire capital itock ia owned by thia company. 
4- Line operated onder cantracl. or whera the rental U cantingent upon earnln^a or other conilds 
lion*. 

S. Line operated under IrackaEC riEbla. 







T1I.X.NAL.. 


11 

ill 


111 
111 


NAME. 


..O.- 




.. Borfwcim. Cedar Rapid* a No 


thern Ry- 


Si';.°cie-.'rrw'i::: 

Vinton, Iowa 

&&!"&.:;:: 

Thornbure, Iowa,, 

Holland, Iowa 

Dow., Inw. 


Albert Lea, Minn.. 
RslherTille. Iowa. .. 

ilH'lliiH'D;: 
t"£wi,"to;i:::::: 
8Si,,&::::: 
KJSSJr.'::::: 


■■|:i! 

'6.% 
53-3' 

IS 

is 


«4t,S* 
























1. Cedar Rapida, Iowa Falla & N 


W. Ry.... 


W.9» 
































railway.... 


W 














Total 




.,.i».n 



OFFICERS. 



General Solliitor 

General Auditor 

Chief Enilneer 

CSneral Sbperlntendenl. . 

SuperintrndenI 

DiyiiioQ SoperiniendeDI. , 
Atriilant Superintendenl. 
Snperlntendeal oi Telegra 
General Freight Agent.... 
Aiaialanl Geueral Paaaeng 
Aieistant General Ticket i 



. S Dotwart. 
1. H. HolliaK 
. 5. Dorwarl, 



H. F. White 

Raben Williana. ... 
GeorEc A. Goodell .. 

W. P. Ward; 

P. A. Murpby 

T.S.Soaford 

T. H. Simmoni 

John G, Farmer 

John G. Farmer 

John G. Farmer 



ChlcaE". III. 
Cedar Rapids. 
Cedar Rapids, 
Cedar Rapida, . 
New York. N. Y. 
Cedar Rapida, 
Cedar Rapida, 
Cedar Rapida. 
Cedar Rapida, 
Cedar Rapids. 
Cedar Rapids. 
Cedar Rapids. 
Coder Rapida, 
Cedar Rapid*. 
Cedar Rapida, 
Cedar Rapida, 
Cedar Rapida. 
Cedar Rapida. 



826 TWENXr-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

BURLINGTON, CEDAR RAPIDS & NORTHERN RAILWAY CO . —Continued 

DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFVICB ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 

• 


J. C. Peasley 


Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 


A. Kimball 


Davenport, Iowa. 
Davenport. Iowa. 
Davenport, Iowa. 
Burlinirton. Iowa. 


W. G. Purdy 


F. H. Griggs 


Robert Mather 


Geo. W. Cable 


J. W. Blythe 


Thomas Hedure 


C. P. Squire 


1. Karskadden 


Muscatine. Iowa. 


William Carson 


C. J. Ives 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 


R. R. Cable 





I. 

3. 

3. 
4 



Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 183. 

Date of last meeting of stockholders tor election of directors, May 22, 1900. 

Give postoffice address of general office, Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

Give postoffice address of operating oflSce, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 



CEDAR RAPIDS, GARNER & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

I. Railroad line represented by capital stock; a main line. 
3. Line operated under lease for specified sum. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


of line 
ch road 
1. 




FROM. 


TO. 




I . Cedar Raoids. Garner & Northwestern 


Hayfield Junction. 
Garner 


Titonka 1 1* i» 


3. Burlington Cedar Rapids & Northern 


Hayfield 


8. 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



President 

First Vice-President. 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Auditor 



NAME. 



A. C. Ripley . ... 

J. N. Sprole 

H. H. Bush 

H N. Brockway, 
VV. J. Easterly 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Garner, Iowa. 
Garner, Iowa. 
Garner. Iowa. 
Garner, Iowa. 
Garner, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


1 

NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDREsl. 


A. C. Ripley 

I. N. Sprole 

H. N. Brockway 

0. Mitchell ... 


Garner, Iowa, 
(earner, Iowa. 
Garner, Iowa. 
Rock Island. 111. 


C. T. Lynde 

W. Shactuck 

H. H. Busch 


Rock Island, HI. 
Garner, Iowa. 
Garner, Iowa. 



BOARD UF RAILROAD COMMISSION CRS. 
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TWENTY THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Chairman of the Board 

President 

First Vice-President 

Second VicePresident 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General Solicitor 

General Auditor 

General Manager 

Chief Enj^ineer 

General Superintendent 

Division Superintendent 

Division Superintendent 

Superintendent Iowa lines 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freiflrht Agents 

General Passenger and Ticket Agent 

Assistant General Passenger and Ticket Agent 

General Bag^ag^e Agent 

Land Com missioner 



Franci« W. Hunnewell 

C. E. Perkins 

J. C. Peaslcy 

Geo. B. Harris 

T. S. HowUnd 

i. C. Peasley 
. W. Blythe 
:. 1. Sturgis 

W. C. Brown 

W. L. Breckinridge 

J. D. Besler 

O. E. Stewart 

J. H. Duggan 

C. M. Levey 

W. W. Ryder 

Thos. Miller 

W. B. Hamblin, E. R. Puflfer 

P. S. Eustis 

W. A. Lalor 

E. A. Sadd 

VV. W. Baldwin 



Boston. Mass. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Chicago, HI. 
Chicago, 111. 
Boston. Mass. 
Chicago, 111. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Ottumwa. Iowa. 
Crestoo, Iowa. 
Burlington. Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III. 
Buniugton, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMB 



POSTOFFiCE ADDRESS. 



NAME. 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



F. W. Hunnewell ..., 

Nathaniel Thaver 

Charles J. Paine 

Charles E. Perkins.. 
T. Jefferson Coolidge 
George P. Gardner.. 



Boston, Mass. 
Boston, Mass. 
Boston, Mass. 
Burlington, Iowa. . 
Manchester, Mass. 
Boston, Mass. 



William Endicott, Jr 
iichard OIney 

Edward W. Hooper.. 

ames H. Smith 

. Malcom Forbes.... 



Boston, Ma«8. 
Boston, Mass. 
Boston, Mass. 
New York. N Y. 
Boston, Mass. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 13,081. 

2. Date ot last meeting of stockholders for election of directors. November ist, 1899. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, 209 Adams street, Chicago, 111. 

4. Give postofl&ce address of operating office, 209 Adams street, Chicago, 111. 



CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & KANSAS CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 
. Railroad line represented by capital stock | J Branches and 



spurs. 



Line operated under trackage rights. 





TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
tor each road 
named. 


line for 
ass of 
lamed. 


NAME. 


FROM — 


TO— 


Miles of 
each cl 
roads n 


I. Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City Railway.. 

S. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 

Wabash Railroad 


Viele, Iowa 

Moulton, Iowa... 
Burlington. Iowa. 
Bloomtield, Iowa. 


Bloomfield. Iowa 

Canallton. Mo 

Viele, Iowa 

Moulton, Iowa... 


S9.79 

121.77 

25.28 

14. XI 


181.56 
'^•39 






Total 


• • * • • « 


220.95 



BOARD UF RAILBOAD COMUISSIONBaS. 
DIRECTORS. 



W W. Baldwin Burlington, I 

I.W. Blithe Builinetou, 1 

J.C. FmbIbt I Chicag". ill. 



OFFICERS. 



„„. 


.,„ 


.„„„=»<., -mc. 




W. W. Baldwin .. 






sEiSi.-" ■' 










Giiieral Solicltora 


iSi' iv- 








St. o«pJ;/j|° 




E;:;„,^is;;, .:::■:;::, 




St. osenb. Mo. 


GeutalSitHriDtendcDI 

S!:rpSSS/X",S; *«■"::■:;:;.:::;;;:;■:;:; 


fetter..;.----;;; 

T.L Lewis 


litssis:- 






0. L. ^i« 










. 


' 
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TWENTYTHIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



I. 

2. 

3. 

atioDs. 
5. 



KANSAS CITY, ST. JOE & COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

Railroad line represented by capital stock \ ^ Jfra^JchSlaiid .pur.. 

Proprietary companies who.e entire capital .tock i. owned by this company. 

Line operated under lease for specified sum . 

Line operated under contract, or where the rental is contingent upon earnings or other consider- 

Llne operated under trackage rights. 



NAME. 



TERMINALS. 



FROM— 



TO— 



rt 

ca 

ih 

• ._ Q 

^ ^ ^ 



•z o 



2 



* S a 






I. Kansas City ,St. Joe & Council Blufifs R. R. 

a Main line 

d Branches 



3. 
4- 
5. 



Nodaway Valley railroad. 
Tarkio valley railroad . . . 



None. 
None. 

Hannibal & St. Joe railroad 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad 
Leavenworth Brid«e & Terminal com pa 
.Atchison, U. D. Railroad company 
Atchison, Eastern Bridge company 



pany 



Total 



Through Kansas 

City yprds 

Harlem, Mo 

East Leavenworth 

Armour 

Amazonia 



Bigelow 
Corning 



Kansas City U. D. 

Council Blufifs 

Stillings 

Winthrop 



Council Blufifs, la. 



Stillings .. 
Winthrop. 
Hopkins . 



Burlington Jet..., 
Northboro 



Harlem 

U. P. transfer 

Leavenworth . . . 

Atchison U. D.. i 



189.37 



1.0§ 
2.90 

50.44 



3«.54 
27.61 



1.73 
1-57 
1-73 

1.07 



189.81 

S4.4S 
S9.15 



6.09 



309-So 



OFFICERS 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 1 1 . 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Gfeneral Solicitors 

General Auditor 

Auditor 

.Assistant Auditor 

General Manager 

Chief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent 

Assistant Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight .Agent 

Assistant General Freight .Agent . . . 

General Passenger .Agent 

.Assistant General Passenger Agent 
General Baggage .Agent 



C E.Perkins 

I.e. Peasley 

Geo. B. Harris 

T.S.Howland 

1 C.Peasley 

Spencer & Mosman 

C. LSturgis 

C.M.Carter 

Ben L.Crosby 

Howard Elliott 

L. F.Goodale 

S.E Craoce 

G.M.Hohl 

R. K.Smith 

I.T.Dyer 

D O.Ives 

Wm.Gray 

L.W.Wakeley 

C.L.Grice 

E.A.Sadd 



LOCATION OF OFFICB. 



Burlington, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. III. 
Boston, Mass. 
Chicago. Ill 
St.Jce, Mo. 
Chicago. Ilk 



St. 



oe, Mo. 



St.. oe.Mo. 
St., oe, Mo. 
St. [ oe, M o. 
St.] oe, Mo. 
St.. oe. Mo. 
St.] oe, Mo. 
St.] oe,Mo. 
St. Louis. Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis. Mo. 
St. Louis. Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
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KANSAS CITY, ST. JOE & COUNCIL BLUFFS— Continued . 

DIRECTORS 



NAMR. 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



NAMS. 



POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 



C E. Perkins 

P. W. Hunnewell. 

i. Malcom Forbes. 
:. I. Paine 

Ricoard OIney , 



Burlingtoo, Iowa. 
Boston, Mast. 
Boston, Mass. 
Boston, Mass 
Boston. Mass. 



T. J. Coolidge. 
Howard Elliott 
O. M. Spencer 
C. M. Carter.. 



Manchester, Mass. 



St 

St . 
St. 1 



oseph, Mo. 
oseph, Mo. 
oseph, Mo. 



I. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, i6. 

a. Date of last meeting of stockh'tlders for election of directors, March 6, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of {general office, St. Joseph, Mo 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, St. Joseph, Mo 



I. 
5 



ST. LOUIS. KEOKUK & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



Railroad line represented by capital stock | ^ BraSchSf and 
Line operated under trackage rights. 



spurs. 



NAME. . 



TERMINALS. 



FROM— 



TO— 



-1 

a E 
o « V 



0<M.a 
"- O^ 

a n B 

'". m IS 

~ a 
••.,0 



L a St. Louis, Keokuk & N.-W. R. R. Co. 



$. 



d St. Louis, Keokuk & N.-W. R. R. Co 



Suincy Bridge Co. and C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
annibal&Bt. Joseph Railroad Co 

Wabash Railroad company 

Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway 

Hannibal U. D. company 

Chicago & Alton Railroad 



Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad, 

Keokuk & Hamilton Bridge company 

Terminal Railroad Ass'n of St. Louis. ... 
St. C. M. St. L. B. Railroad 



St. L.. C. &St. P. Railway 

C. C. C. & St. L. Railway 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad. 



Total 



Keokuk, Iowa 

Moody, Mo 

Hannibal, Mo 

Louisiana, Mo 

At N. Market, St. 

Cuivre Jet., Mo.. 
Mt. Pis. Jet., la.. 
At West Alton... 



West Quincy, Mo. 
West Quincy, Mo. 

Hannibal, Mo 

Hannibal. Mo 
At Hannibal, Mo. 
Louisiana, Mo ... 
Mt Pis. Jet.. la. 
At Keokuk, Iowa. 
N. M. St. , St. L. 

West Alton 

At Alton 

At Alton 

Alton 

At£. St. Louis.. 



West Quincy, Mo. 

Hannibal, Mo 

Louisiana, Mo. .. 
F'nklinAv. ,St.L. 
St. Louis, Mo.... 

St. Peters, Mo... 
Keokuk, Iowa 



Quincy, 111 

Moodv, Mo 

Hannibal, Mo.... 
Hannibal, Mo.... 
At Hannibal, Mo 
Louisiana, Mo... 
Mt. Pleasant, la.. 



Union depot,St. L. 
Alton 



East St. Louis... 



36.66 
i.^ 25 
25.32 
91.51 
.04 



io.55 

48.01 

.46 



3.77 

4.07 

•42 

.32 

.15 
.34 
•42 

3^81 
2.64 

.29 
.22 

22.85 
■97 



166.78 



59.02 



40.37 



266 17 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



LOCATION OF OFFICE 



President 

Pint Vice-President 

Second Vice-President . 

Secretary 

Treasurer.. 



W.W.Baldwin 
J. C. Peasley . , 
Geo. B. Harris. 
W.C.Maxwell. 
J. C. Peasley., 



Burlington,Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



ST. LOUIS. KEOKUK & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY— Continukd. 

OFFICERS— Continued. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



General Solicitors 

Attorney, or General Couniel 

General Auditor 

Auditor . 

Assistant Auditor 

General Manager 

Chief Engineer.... 

General Superintendent. 

Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight Agent . . . 

General Passenger Agent 

Assistant General Passenger Agent. 
General Baggage Agent 



Spencer & Mosman . . 

H. H Trimble 

C.I. Sturgis ... 

CM. Carter 

Ben. L. Crosby 

Howard Elliott 

L.F. Goodale .... 
S. E. Crance. 
W. £. Cunningham, 
T. J. Lowrie . 

D. O. Ives 

Wm. Gmv 

L. W. Wakeley . , 
C. L. Grice 

E. A . Sadd . . . 



LOCATION OF OFFICB. 



St. Joseph, Mo. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Chicago. Ill 
St 



St 
St 
St 

St 



oseph. Mo. 
osepb, Mo. 



oseph Mo. 

oseph, Mo. 
, oseph. Mo. 
Hannibal, Mo. 
Hannibal, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis. Mo. 
Chicago. 111. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


C E Perkins 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Boston. Mass. 
Boston, Mass. 


F. W. Hunnewell 

W.W. Baldwin 


Boston. Mass. 


C J. Paine 


Burlington, Iowa. 


J. Malcolm Forbes 





1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 6. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, .\pril 2$,' 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address ot general office, St. Joseph, Mo. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, St. Joseph, Mo. 



I. 



CHICAGO, FT. MADISON & DES MOINES RAILROAD 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 
Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 



NAME. 


, 

TERMINALS 


Milesof lioefor 
each road 
named. 


FROM— 


TO— 


I. a Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines Railroad Co. 


Ft. Madison. la. 


Ottumva. Iowa. .. 


71 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Attorney 

Auditor 

Assistant Auditor and Cashier 

General Manager 

Chief Engineer 

Division Superintendent 

General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent 



a • ■ • I 



NAME. 



. W. Blythe 

i. H. Skinner ... 
\. E larvis 

. C. Peasley. 
iilasey & Slewart.. 
C.J. Sturgis . . 

tP. Irving 
. F. Potter 

E. F. Potter 

I*. D. Hutchinson 

E. F.Potter 

E. F Potter 



LOCATION OF OFFlCB. 



Burlington, Iowa. 
Birmingham. Iowa. 
Burlington. Iowa. 
Chicago, HI. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



DIRECTORS. 
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NAME. 


POSTOFFICS ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFiCE ADDRESS. 


J. W. Blythe 

W. W. Baldwin 

H B Scott 


Burlington. Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 


C. F. Squies 

C. M. Levy 

W. D Eaton 

H. E. Jarvis 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
BurlinKton. Iowa. 


W. F. McFarland 

E. M. Shelton 


Burlington, Iowa. 



X. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 17. 

2 Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, December 5, 1899. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office. Ft. Madison, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office. Ft. Madison, Iowa. 



CHICAGO, IOWA & DAKOTA RAILWAY. 

PROPERTY OPER.\TED. 
I. Railroad line operated by capital stock: a Main line. 



NAME. 


TERMINATES. 


Miles of line tor 
each road 
named. 


FROM— 


TO— 


I. a Chicago. Iowa & Dakota Railway company 


Eldora Jet 


Alden. 


a6.40 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICE. 


President 

First Vice-President 


Conrad Miller 

Clarence M itchell 


Bangor, Pa« 
New York city. 


Secretary . .. 


H. N. Brockway 


Garner, Iowa. 


Attornev. or General Counsel 


J_. D . Newcomer 

C. E. Albrook 


Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora. Iowa. 


Auditor' 


H. C. Stuart 

H. C. Stuart 

W. S. Beman ... 

H. C. Stuart 

H. C. Stuart ... * 


Eldora, Iowa. 


General Manager 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freiffht Asrent 


Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora. Iowa. 


General Passenger Agent 


Eldora, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME 



Conrad Miller 

Clarence Mitchell .. 
H. N. Brockway. . 
J D Newcomer 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



Bangor, Pa. 
New York City 
Garner, Iowa . 
Eldora. Iowa. 



NAME 



H. C. Stuart 
W.S.Parker. 
C.L. Blair 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa. 
New York City. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 18. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September xi, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Eldora. Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Eldora, Iowa. 



TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 
CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 



repteaenled by capital "ock-j' 







A. 

III 


III 


NAHI. 


,.o«- 


„- 


pi 


). Chlcaco Great Weatern Railway Compiny.... 


1 ■ .; 

HE 



S;S' 


. 1. low. 


3:g 

10. rt 

•i 

3-H 




a Dekatb & Great WMlern (iDcUdad under "B" 
*■ *"s.p"U Northern Pacific 


-7tl.S4 
-13*. oi 




111 


irvc. lli 

iryilUn 
'indMo 




jaKfa-iSSVa..,:::::: 

Dei Moinei Union Kailway .... . ... 

g:;.KS%5'.".1,-Si.,rB,.s.:::;:: 

SI.JoiepBTermfnal Company 




LcavenwiTih.Topeka & Soulhwealern 

Chicago. Roci Island & Pacific 

terfflJKri.eK'.'..*,'.':::; 

Kantaa City SniburbaD Bell 


-Br. 16 


Total 







OFFICERS. 



Vice-Pretideni 



•General Couniel... 
Vice-PteildeDI and 
Genetal Maiueer 



ant General Frei(hl Agenti ... 

■I Pa asenier Agent 

ant General Paasenger Ageoi, 

al Tick el Agent 

ant GeoerarTlcliet Agent 

al Baggage Agent 



A. B. Stlckney 

A. B.Slickney 

Amel (kipenhelB ... 

r". c' wig™.:!."!' 

C. O. Kalman 

Daniel W. Lawler . . 

F. B. KelloK 

W. B. BenJ. 

Samuel C. btickney. 

H. Ferniltom 

Tracy Lyona 

I. A. Kello, 

K. W. Edwarda 

C.P. Slembel 

P, C. Stohr 

S U. Btooki 

(T. N. Hooper. 

If. H. Tibbita 

IS. E. Stohr , 

IC.R. Perry 

F. H. Lord 

H. D. Badgley 

F. H. LorrT. , 

H. D. Badgley 

G. T. Spilman. ... 



I. Paul. Minn, 
I. Paul. Minn. 
t. Paul. Minn. 
I. Paul, Minn. 



Cblcago. 111. 
Chicago, 111. 

CblSgoi III. 
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DIRECTORS. 



MAUB. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


C. W. Bemon 


St Panl, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 


F. Weyerhauser 


St. Paul, Minn. 


J. W. Lurk 

Samuel C. Stickney 


H. E. Fletcher 


Minneapolis, Minn. 


Ansel OoDenheim 


St. Paul. Minn. 


A. B. Stickney 


T. H Wheeler 


New York City 



LONDON FINANCE COMMITTEE. 

The Right Hon. William Ledderdale London, England 

Mr. Howard Gillial London, England 

Mr. Alexander F. Wallace London, England 

Mr. Edwin Waterhome London, England 

Sir Charles Tennant London, England 

1. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors. September 7, 1899. 

2. Give postofBce address of general office, St. Paul, Minn. 

3 Give postoffice address of operating office. St. Paul, Minn. 



22 
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TWENTYTHIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL RAILWAY COMPANY— Co ntinobd. 

OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAMB 



LOCATION OF OPPICL 



Chairman of the board 

President 

Fir^t vice-president 

Third vice-president 

Secretary 

Treasury 

General solicitor 

General counsel 

Assistant Ken eral solicitor 

Assistant general solicitor 

Comptroller 

General auditor 

Assistant general auditor 

Assistant general manager 

General superintendent 

Assistant general superintendents ■{ 

Division superintendents 

Superintendent of telegraph 

Traffic manager 

General f reignt agent 

Assistant general freight agents 

General passenger and ticket agent 

Assistant general passenger agents 

Assistant general passenger and ticket agent 

Assistant general ticket agent 

General baggase agent 

Land commissioner 



Roswell Miller 

A. J. Earling 

F. S. Bond 

A. C. Bird 

P. M. Myers 

F. G. Ranney 

Burton Hanson 

George R. Peck.... 
H. H. Field 

C. B. Keeler 

E. Q. Sewall. 

W. N. D. Winne. 

W. F. Dudley 

H.R. Williams 

D. J. Whittemore- 
W. J. Underwood ... 

Three in number 

Seventeen in number 

U. J. Fry 

r H. Hiland 

£. o. ICeeley .... ... 

Four in number 

J. H. Heaflford .... 
Three in number 

G. S. Marsh 

A. F.Merrill 

W. D. Carrick 

H. G. Hauean 



New York. 

Chicago. 

New York. 

Chicago. 

Milwaukee. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. • 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 



Milwaukee. 

Chicago 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 
Chicago. 
Milwaukee. 
Milwaukee. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMBS OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRKSS 


NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS 


Philip D. Armour 


Chicago. 
New York. 
New York. 
Chicago. 
New York. 
New York. 


Frederick Lay ton. 


Milwaukee. 


Auirust Belmont 


Joseph Millbank 

Roswell Miller 

William Rockefeller 

Samuel Soencer 


New York. 


Frank S. Bond 

A J. Earling 

Peter Geddes 


New York. 

New York. 
New York. 


Charles W. Harkness 


A. Van Santvoord. 


New York. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, Sf4^< 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of Directors, September. 23, 1899. 

3. Give postoifice address cf general office, Chicago, 111. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office. Chicago, 111. 
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CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 



TERMINALS. 



FROM— 



TO— 



ce 

a 

o S V 
JJo2 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company 



Peoria & Bareau Valley railroad . 
Keokuk & Des Moines railway .. . 

Des Moines & Ft. Dodge railroad 



Hannibal & St. Joe railroad 
I nioD Pacific railroad , 



Denver & Rio Grande railroad 



Total 



Chicago, 111 

Davenport, Iowa . 
Edgertonjct. ,Mo 
^Vasbington, Iowa 
So. Engiewood, 111. 

Wilton, Iowa 

Wilton, Iowa 

Newton, Iowa 

Des Motnes,la.. \ 

Menlo^Iowa 

Atlantic, Iowa 

Atlantic, Iowa 

Avoca, Iowa 

Avoca, Iowa 

Mt.Zion,Iowa 

.Altamont. Mo 

South St. joe. Mo. 

Kansas City, Mo.. 

South Omaha, Neb. 

Elwood,Kan 

Herington, Kan... 
Herington,Kan... 

Horton,Kan 

Fairbury, Neb .... 
McFarland,Kan.. 
Dodge City, Kan. 
ChicKasha.I.T.. . 
North Enid,O.T.. 

Bureau, 111 

Keokuk, Iowa 

Des Moines, la. . \ 



Cameron, Mo 

Council Bluffs. la. 
Kansas City, Mo. . 

Limon. Colo 

Denver, Colo 



Council Bluffs, la. 
Atchison, Kan.. .. 
Leavenworth, Kan . 
Knoxville, Iowa... 
South Chicago, 111 
Muscatine, Iowa , 
Lime Kilns, Iowa. 
Monroe. Iowa 



Indianola, Iowa. ) 
Winterset, Iowa S 
Guthrie Center, la. 
Audubon, Iowa .. 
Griswold, Iowa . . . 

Carson, Iowa 

Harlan, Iowa 

Keosauqua, Iowa . 

St. Joe, Mo 

Kushville, Mo.. .. 
Armourdale,Kan. 

tansen. Neb 
liberal, Kan 

Terral, I. T 

Salina, Kan 

Roswell. Colo.... 

Nelson. Neb 

Belleville, Kan 

Bucklin,Kan 

M't'ainView,O.T. 
Billings, O.T 

Peoria, III 

Des Moines, Iowa 
Fort Dodge, la., t 
Ruthven, Iowa . J 

Kansas City. Mo.. 

South Omaha, Neb. 

Nor.Topeka, Kan 

Denver, Colo 

Pueblo, Colo 



500.20 

20.30 
79.31 

7.43 
12.04 

6.08 

17-02 

47.08 



V S 6 
a CO 6 

o * 
S U « 



46.99 
162.20 

M3 51 



S4 30 
7.02 

67.35 

89.78 

iiq.6o 



2,955.9a 



352.70 



338.0s 
13,646.67 



342 



TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY— Continued 

OFFICERS. 



TITLE 



Chairman of the Board 

President 

First Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 

Third Vice-President 

Secretary. 

Treasurer 

General Attorneys i 

Auditor 

Assistant Auditor 

General Manager 

General Superintendent 

Chief Engineer 

Superintendent lines east of Missouri river 

Superintendent lines west of Missouri river 



Division Superintendents 



Freight Traffic Manager 

Assistant Freight Traffic Manager 

General Freight Agents j 

General Passenger and Ticket Agent 

Assistant General Passenger and Ticicet Agents ] 

General Baggage Agent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Land Commissioner. 



NAME. 



R R. Cable 

W. G Purdy 

H. A. Parker 

Robert M ather 

I.M.Johnson 

Geo. H . Crosby 

F. E. Hayne 

Robert Mather 

M. A. Law 

S. C. Matthews 

H. F. Morris 

H. A. Parker 

A.J. Hitt 

W. E Dauchy. .. 

W. M Hobbs 

W. H. Stillwell 

C. H. Hubbell 

C. L Nichols 

W. J. Lawrence 

C. N.Gilmore 

W H. Given 

C. W. Jones 

A. T. Abbott 

F C. Smith 

S. B. Hovey 

1. M Johnson 

H. Gower 

E. B. Boyd 

H. H. Embry 

John Sebastian 

Charles Kennedy 

L. M. Allen 

E. W. Thompson 

Geo. W. Duback 

Wm. La Venture. 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Rock Island. III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago, lil. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago. III. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago. Ill 
Davenport. Iowa. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Chicago, 111. 
Blue Island, 111. 
Des Moines. Iowa. 
Des Moines. Iowa. 
Trenton, Mo. 
Horton. Kan. 
Herington, Kan. 
Colorado Springs, Col. 
Fort Worth, Texas. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago. Ill 
Topeka, Kan. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Davenport. Iowa. 



DIRECTORS 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 



H. R. Bish'>p 

Henry M. Flagler 
Alexander £. Orr. 

Ogden Mills 

G. S. Brewster ... 

W. A. Nash 

Tracy Dows . . 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
New York Ci'y. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 



NAME OF DIRECTORS. 



A. R. Flower. 
Marshall Field 
W G. Purdv. 
H. A. Parker. 
R. R. Cable... 
F. H.Griggs . 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



New York Citv. 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III. 
Rock Island. 111. 
Davenport, Iowa. 



X. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 4,349. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders lor election of directors, June 6, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Chicago, III. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Chicago, 111. 
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CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

MILES OF COMPLETED ROAD JUNE JO, 19OO. 
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Lines Chartered as or Consolidated 
WITH Chicago & North- Western 
Railway Company. 

Chicaifo to Council Bluffs 

Chicago to Freeport 

Geneva to Aurora 

Geneva to St Charles 

Sycamore to Cortland 

Elrin to Willianas Bay 

BeTvidere to Spring Valley 

South Branch Junction to River (Chicago). 

Clinton to Anamosa (Quarry) 

Stanwood to Tipton 

Cut-off near Cedar Rapids 

Des lidk>in«>s to Jewell Junction 

Tama to Elmore 

Jewell Junction to Wall Laice Junction 

^ajrle Grove to Ha warden 

Belle Plaine to Muchakinock 

Boone to Coal Banks 

Maple River Junction to Onawa 

Wall Lake to Moville 

Carroll to Kirkman 

Manning to Audubon 

Chicago to Ft. Howard 

Appleton water power extension 

Kenosha to Rockf ord 

Chicago to Montrose 

Montrose to North Evanston 

Chicago to Milwaukee 

Milwaukee to Fond du Lac 

Sheboyean to Princeton 

Milwaukee to Montfort ^... 

Muntfoft tofialena 

Montfort to Woodman , 

Ipswich to Platteville 

Lancaster luoction to Lancaster 

tanesville to Afton 
(elvidere to Winona 

Winona I unction to LaCrosse 

Trempealeau to Galesville 

Evan^ville to Janesville 

Ft. Howard to Republic 

Clowrie to Michigamme 

Wabio to Champion 

Powers to Watersmeet 

Stager to Crvstal Falls 

Narenta to Metropolitan 

Branches to Mines— 

Off main line 

Off E. &L. S. Ifne 

Off Menominee River line 

Crrstal Falls to Hemlock mine 

Off Ashland division 

Industries off Ashland division 

Lake Shore Junction to Ashland, Wis 

Monico Junction to Hurley, Wis 

Two Rivers Junction to Two Rivers, Wis. 

Hortonville toOsbkosh, Wis 

Eland Janction to MarshHeld, Wis 

North of Antigo to Eist Bryant switch... 

Pratt Junction to Harrison 

Parritn Junction to Parrish 

Watersmeet to Choate 

Interior Junction to Interior 

Craigsmere to Robbins 

Hurley to end of track 

Potato River Junction to end of track 



t 



.50 
.96 

I 



491.00 

121.00 

9.40 

2.^0 

4.64 

SI 0^ 

75.78 

4.50 

i 
73 

.20 
00 

80.85 

79 87 

M^i 

17.0c 

242.20 

363 

72.10 

5.20 

7 69 
85.00 
62.63 

78 40 
140.88 

46 34 
3o.fo 

4.00 
12 04 

6.10 
227 00 

6 71 

15 68 

202.64 

10.44 

1.23 

104.33 
9 10 

3486 

42 27 
8.44 

36.13 
15.00 

34. M 

88.11 

635 
23.10 

63.87 

7.27 

17.85 

li 

61 

3.47 

12 07 

2.60 



137.88 

121.00 

9 40 

2.40 

4 64 

3S.82 

7S 78 
4 50 



4 

23 

I 



69.73 



44.03 
5.20 

7.69 
44.60 



10.30 



21.00 



3S3.I2 



1. 



S7 

5 96 
S9 09 

l6|.22 

73.68 
145-20 

64.00 

325 
80.85 

79.87 
3481 

17.00 



15.22 



172 17 

3.63 

28.07 



78 40 

140 88 
36.04 

30.50 
4 00 

12.04 

6.10 

205.87 

396 

6 71 

1568 

49-45 



13.75 



4 71 



4.89 
20.92 

^^.^ 

6.35 
23 10 

63.87 
7.27 

17.85 
4.54 



• • • • 



12 

2 



t 



153-19 
10.44 

90.60 
9.10 

34.86 

42.27 

8.44 
31 42 

15.00 

29.33 



66 



■ 34 



.13 



22.82 
1.61 
3.47 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY— Continued 

PROPERTY OPERATED— Continued 
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Extension through section 34 

Northern Junction to end of track (Laona^ 

Wall Lalce to Denison 

Boyer to Mondaniin 

Kirkman to Harlan (end of track) 

Burt to Sanborn 

Boone to Ogden 

Belle Plaine to Fox Lane, Minn 

Winona to Pierre 

Tracy to Gett3fsburg 

'l>ler to Astoria 

Mankato Junction toMankato 

Sanborn to Vesta 

Sleeoy Eye to Redwood Falls 

Manlcato to New Ulm 

Rochester to Zurabrota 

Eyota to Plain view 

Eyota to Chatfield 

lames Valley Junction to Oakes 

Watertown Junction to Watertown 

Iroquois to Hawarden (state line) 

Centerville to Yankton 

Dolan to Groton 



Total C. & N.«W. Ry. (char, or con. ) 
Proprietary Lines, viz: 

Princeton & Western Railwa v , 

Valley Junction to Necedah 



Total 

Leased Lines, viz: 
St. Paul Eastern Grand Trunk Railway.. 

Clintonville to Oconto 

Spurs 



Total 



61.03 
24.80 
61.30 

6.30 
92.70 

7.25 

4a6!oi 

238.73 
33.20 

26 40 
24.40 
2S.58 
24.48 
IS. 01 
11.46 
131 9S 
43. fe 

18.84 



S. 486.42 
16.06 



16.06 

60.02 



60 02 



593-97 



i4«8o 
61.30 

6.30 
33.40 

7.25 
140.83 



1,437.00 



61.03 



1.564 57 



16.06 



16.06 



56.00 
4.02 



60.02 



521.19 



59 30 



276 



^4 
25 

24 



•33 

S8.00 
25.40 

75 
40 
40 

11 

IS. 01 
11.46 



604 48 



209.11 
t8o. 
6. 



117.67 
43.83 



1428 



12..4g 
38.84 



28. 



750.93 14. aS: 



RECAPITULATION. 



C. & N.-W. Ry. (char, or con) 

Proprietary lines 

Leased lines 

Total 

Add. Oper. under Trackage Rights: 
Council Bluffs (Broadway) to S. Omaha. 

Grand total 



5,486 42 
16.06 
60.02 



5, 562. so 
8.73 



5.571.23 



593.97 



593.97 



S93.97 



1,437.00 



1,437.00 
3.07 



1,440.07 



1,564.57 
16.06 
60.02 



1,640.6s 



1.640.65 



521.19 



521.19 



521.19 



604.48 



604.48 



604.48 



750.93 



14 28. 



750.93 14 28!.... 
15 66 
750.9^ I4-2S'5.66 
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OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



Chairman of the Board 

President 

First Vice-President. 
Second Vice-President 

Third Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer , 

General Counsel 

Auditor . 

General Manager . . 
Assistant General Manager . 
Chief Engineer 
General Superintendent 
Division Superintendent . . . . . 

Dirision Superintendent 

Division Superintendent . . . 
Division Superintendent 
Saperintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Manager 

General Freight Agent 
General Passenger Agent . . . 
General Ticket Agent 
General Bag^ge Agent. .. 
Land Commissioner 



NAME. 



Albert Keep 

Marvin Hu^hitt 

Martin L. bykes 

Marshall H. Kirkman 
Hiram R. McCullough ... 

Martin L. Sykes 

S. O. Howe 

Lloyd W. Bowers 

I. B.Redfield 

William A. Gardner 

Sherburne Sanborn 

Edward C Carter 

R H. Aishton 

HiramJ. Slifer 

Wm. D. Hodge 

H. R.Sanborn 

S. M.Braden 

George H. Thayer ... 
M. Hughitt, ir .. — 

Edmund D. Brigham 
Warren B . Kniskern . . . . 
Warren B. Kniskern . . . .^ 
Nathaniel A. Phillips .... 
J. F. Cleveland. 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Y 



y 

Y. 



Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
New York. N. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, HI. 
New York, N. 
New York, N. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicaso.lll. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Boone, Iowa . 
Eagle Grove. Iowa. 
Lake City. Iowa. 
Belle Plaine, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicaga, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, HI. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 



Oliver Ames 

Zenss Crane 

lames Still man .... 
Marvin Huehitt . . . 

N. K. Fairbank 

Byron L. Smith . . 
Cyrus H. McCormick 
F. W. Vanderbilt . . 
W.K.Vanderbilt ... 



POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 



Boston, Masn. 
Dalton, M'iss. 
New York, N.Y. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. * 
Chicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York. N. Y. 



NAME. 



H.McK.Twombly .. 
Marshall Field 
David P. Kimball. 
Chauncev M Depew 
Samuel F. Barger... 

Albert Keep 

M.L.Svkes. 
James C. Fargo. .. 



POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 



New York, N. Y. 
Chicago, III. 
Boston, Mass. 
New York, N.Y. 
New York, N.Y. 
Lake Geneva, Wis. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York. .N. Y. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 4,492. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 7, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Chicago and New York. 

4. Give postoffice address of opercting office, Chicago. 
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TWENTY THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO, ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS & OMAHA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

I. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 
S. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAMB. 



TERMINALS. 



FROM. 



TO. 



« O 
Ob 

« « « 
^ « c 



o o-p 



a 



S B 



= cc cs 



I. A Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Ry 



S. St. Louis River Bridflre (N. P. Ry. ) 
Great Northern Railway. 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad. 

Illinois Central Railroad 

Sioux City Bridge Company 

Sioux City and Pacific Railroad . .. 

Total. 



Elrov 

Worth. Wis., Jet. 

Eau Claire 

Superior Jet. 
St. Paul 
Missouri River at 

Covington 
St. Croix Draw 

Bridge .... 

Stillwater Jet 

River Falls Jet... 

Merrillan 

Ashland Jet. . . 
Ashland Shore 
West Eau Claire 

Fairchild 

Menom let. . 
Menom Jet. 
Lake Crystal . . . 
Heron Lake 
Madelia 

Bingham Lake .. 
Sioux Falls Jet .. 
Luverne 

Cobum Jet 

Emerson 

Wakefield 

Wayne . 

West Superior... 
St. Paul 
Minneapolis 

L^e Mars 

Bridge across Mi 

tracks at Sioux 
Sioux City 



St. Paul 

Bayfield 

Spooner 

Duluth. 

Le Mars 

Omaha 

Stillwater Switch. 

Stillwat-r 

Ellsworth 

Marshfield ... 
Ashland 
Line. 

Shaw's mill 

Mondovi .. .. 

Menom City 

Cedar Falls. .. . 

Elmore 

Pipestone 

Fairmont 

Currie 

Mitchell 

Doon 

Newcastle 

Norfolk. 

Hartington 

Bloomneld 

Rice's Point . . 

Minneapolis 

Merriam Jet 

Sioux City 

ssouri River and 

City . 

Sioux City B. tra'k 



193. ai I 

81.51I 

71 70| 

243-42. 

r 

123. o6i 
4.5s 

24.8a 

I 31 
a. 74 
367s 
3-01 
a 01 

43 43 
S5-10 

a6.9S 
46 50 
3376 
43. 14 

1.59 
11.40 

27.00 
25.20 

3.90 

.50 



I. 487. 71 



69.59 



1.557.30 
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OFFICERS. 



TITLB. 



President 

First Vice-President and Assistant Secretary. 
Second Vice-President and General Traitic Manager. 

wCCi dill * •••• •••• 

Treasurer and Second Assistant Secretary 
Assistant Treasurer and Third Assistant Secretary. , 

General Counsel 

General Attorney 

Comptroller. 

.\aditor ot expenditures.' 

Local Treasurer 

General Manager 

Chief Eneineer 

General Superintendent ' . ., 



Division Superintendents 



Purchasing Agent 

Superintendent of Telegraph ... . 

General Freight Agent 

.Assistant General Freight Agent . . . . 
General Passenger Agent 
.\ssistant General Passenger .Agent. 

General Bagif age Agent 

Car .Accountant 

General Claim Agent 

Land Commis«ioner. 



XAME. 



Marvin Hughitt 

Martin L. Sykes 

James T Clark 

£. E. Woodman 

S O. Howe 

K. N. Williams 

Thomas Wilson 

Pierce Butler 

L A Robinson 

W. H. Stennett 

Chas. P. Nash 

W A. Scott 

C W. Johnson 

A. W Wenholm 

W. C. Winter 

H. Spencer 

S G. Striclcland 

L. F.Slaker 

Isaac Seddon 

H. C. Hope 

H. M. Pearce 

E B Ober 

T. W. Teasdale 

G H. MacRae 

E. F Woode 

A. Drezmal 

E. L Poole 

G. W. BHI 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Chicago, 111 
New York. N. Y. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Hudson, Wis. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
St Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Chicago, 111. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. James, Minn. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. James, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Hudson, Wis 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMl. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRR.SS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


Frederick W. Vanderbilt.. 

Wm. K Vanderbilt 

Albert Keep 

H. McKTworably 


New York, NY. 
New York, N. Y. 
Lake Geneva, Wis. 
New York. N. Y. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y 


David P. Kimball 

Horace G. Burt 

Martin L. Sykes 

Thomas Wilson 


Boston, Mass. 
Omaha, Neb. 
New York, N. Y. 
St. Paul. Minn. 


Marvin Hughitt 

Bvron L Smith 


John M. Whitman 

John A. Humbord . ... 


Chicago, 111. 
St Paul Minn 


Chauncev M. Depew. 





2. 



Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 1.0S7. 

Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 9. 1900 

Give postolfice address of general office, St. Paul, Minn. 

(ii\e postofiice address of operating oflice, St Paul, Minn. 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



SIOUX CITY & PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 



TERMINALS. 



FROM — 



« 

" ^ £ 
V A «> 



] So- 
z:J5 « 

' • u « 

I — «> k. 



Sioux City & Pacific Railroad company 



Sioux City, Iowa., 
i Mo. Valley 



Total main line represented by capital stock* 



Fremont. Neb ! lOi.sS ; 

California Jet S-^4 



107- 4a 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 

Secretary , 

Treasurer 

General Counsel 

General .Attorney 

Comptroller 

Auditor 

General Manaf^er 

Chief Eng'ineer 

General Superintendent 

Division Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight .Agent 

General Passenger .Agent 

Land Com missioner 



NAME. 



I LOCATION OF OFF HIE. 



Marvin Hughitt 

M. M.Kirkman 

H.K.McCuUough 

ioseph B. Kedlield — 
!. M.Kirkman 

Lloyd W Bowers 

B.T.White 

M. M.Kirkman 

Joseph K.Kedfield 

(Jeorge F Bidwell 

F.M. Marsh 

Charles C- Hughes 

>{enrv C. Mahanna ... 
Wm. P. McFarlane .... 
Kingsley C. Morehouse 

.\mos H. Merchant 

John K.Buchanan 

josiah F Cleveland... 



Chicagn, III 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago, III 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. III. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago. 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Fremont. Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neh. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha. Neb. 
Chicago. 111. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 



Marvin Hughitt.. 

Albert Keep 

M. L.S;kes 

David P.Kimball 
M.M Kirkman .. 



POSTOFFICK ADDRESS 



Chicago. Ill 
Lake Geneva. Wis. 
New York, N.V. 
Boston, Mass. 
Chicago. Ill 



NAMK. 



H.K.McCuUough 
W. H Stcnnett ... 
J M.Whitman... 
J.B.Redfield 



POSTOFFICE AnDRE-NS. 



Chicago III, 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, 111. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 51. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors. May 16, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Chicago, III. . and Cedar Rapids. Iowa, 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Omaha, Neb. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
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CROOKED CREEK RAILWAY & COAL COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 



TERMINALS. 



Crooked Creek Railway & Coal company 



FROM— 



End of track, Le- 
hiifh 



TO— 



Webster City, 



(6 

c 

o S V 



17.61 



0) ta a 
o « B 

^ ft) k. 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer , 

Auditor 

General Manager 

General Freight Agent .. . 
General Passenger Agent 
General Ticket Agent 



NAME. 



W.C.Willson .... 

obn Q.Burnharo 

.M.Funk 

.M.Funk.. 

^M. Kellogg 

W.C. Wilson 

F.E.Willson 

F.E.Willson 

F.E.Willson 



LOCATION OF OFFICE . 



Webster City. Iowa. 
Milwaukee. Wis. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Lehigh, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City. Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 



W.CWillson ..:. 

F.E.Willson 

I.M.Funk 

jobn Q. Burnbam , 



POSTOFFICE ADDRSS. 



Webster City. Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Milwaukee. Wis. 



NAME. 



C.F. Burnbam 
A K.Hamilton .. 
Henry W. Leman 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



Milwaukee, Wis. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Chicago, HI. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 12. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, November 15, 1899. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Lehigh, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Webster City, or Lehigh, Iowa. 



DAVENPORT, ROCK ISLAND & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
I. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


f line for 
class of 
named. 




■ 

FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
ench 
roads 


Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 


Davenport 


Clinton 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



SIOUX CITY & PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 



TERMINALS. 



FROM — 



• 2 

' S *- « 



o * 

CO O ^ 

— « c 



Sioux Citv & Pacific Railroad company Sioux City, Iowa . 

Mo. Valley 



Total main line represented by capital stock 



Fremont. Neb ! loi.^ 

California Jet S-^4 

I 



I 



Tor. 4a 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



Presld<*nt 

First Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 

Secretary , 

Treasurer 

General Counsel 

General Attorney 

Comptroller 

Auditor 

General Manaj^er 

Chief Enfdneer 

General Superintendent 

Division Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph .... 

General Freight Axent 

Assistant General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent 

Land Commissioner 



NAME. 



I LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Marvin Hughitt 

M. M.Kirkman 

H.K.McCunough 

loseph B. Kedfield 

M.M. Kirkman 

Lloyd W Bowers 

B.T.White 

M. M.Kirkman 

loseph K. Kedfield 

George F Bidwell 

F.M. Marsh 

Charles C. Hughes 

Henry C. Mahanna 

Wm.P.McFarlane 

Kingsley C. Morehouse. 

Amos H. Merchant 

John R. Buchanan 

Jnsiah F Cleveland 



Chicago. Hi 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. Hi. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha. Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Fremont. Neb 
Omaha, Neh. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago. 111. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 



Marvin Hughitt.. 

Albert Keep 

M.L.Syke8 

David P.Kimball 
M.M Kirkman .. 



POSTOFFICfcL ADDRESS 



Chicago, III 
Lake Geneva. Wis. 
New York, N.V. 
Boston, Mass. 
Chicago, III 



NAMK 



POSTOFFICE AI»I»RFSS. 



H.R.McCullough 
W. H Stennett . . . 
J.M.Whitman... 
J.B.Redfield 



Chicago 111. 
Chicago. HI. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago. 111. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 51. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors. May 16, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Chicago. III. . and Cedar Rapids, 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Omaha, Neb. 



Iowa 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



349 



CROOKED CREEK RAILWAY & COAL COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 



TBRMINALS. 



Crooked Creek Railway & Coal company. 



FROM- 



End of track, Le- 
hijfh 



TO— 



Webster City 



a 
oSg 

at ^ B 

Jiog 



i?.6i 






OFFICERS. 



TITLE 



Presidrnt 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasorer 

Auditor 

Oeneral Manager 

General Freight Agent ... 
General Passenger Agent 
General Ticket .Agent . . . . 



NAME. 



W.C.Willson .... 

ohn O.Burnbam 

.M.Funk 

.M.Funk 

:.M. Kellogg 

W.C. Wilson 

F.E.Willson 

F.E.Wlllson 

F.E.Will8on 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Webster City. Iowa. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Lehigh, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City. Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City. Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 



W.CWillson ..:. 

F.E.Willson 

l.M.Funk 

John Q. Burnham, 



POSTOFFICE ADDRSS. 



Webster City. Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City. Iowa. 
Milwaukee. Wis. 



NAME. 



C.F. Burnham 
A K.Hamilton .. 
Henry W. Leman 



W • • • I 



POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 



Milwaukee, Wis. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Chicago, 111. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, i2. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors. November is, 1899. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Lehigh, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Webster City, or Lehigh, Iowa. 



DAVENPORT, ROCK ISLAND & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


f line for 
class of 
named. 




■ 

FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
ench 
roads 


Davenport. Rock Island & Northwestern 


Davenport 


Clinton 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



DUBUQUE & SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Railroad line represented by capital stock \ f ^.^J^^^'eVand spurs. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 



TERMINALS. 



1. aDubuque & Sioux City railroad 

2. ^Dubuque & Sioux City railroad 




o " • 

-OS 



.SSE 

O (B 



Total 



Dubuque Sioux City 



Manchester. 

Cherokee 

Cherokee 

Cedar Falls June. 
Tara 



Cedar Rapids 

Onawa 

Sioux Falls, S. D. 
Mi n. state line.. 
Council Bluffs .... 



326.S8 



40403 
730.61 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



President 

Vice-President 

Second Vice-President . 

Treasurer 

Secretary 

Assistant Secretary and Assistant Treasurer 

Local Treasurer 

General Solicitor 

General Counsel 



Attorneys 

Auditor of Freight Receipts 

Assistant Auditor of Freight Receipts. 

Auditor of Passenger Receipts 

Auditor of Disbursements 

Chief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Assistant General Superintendent 

Division Superintendent 

Division Superintendent 

Division Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Manager 

Assistant Traffic Manager 

General Freight Agent 

General r assenger Agent 

Assistant G> neral Passenger Agent. . . 
General Baggage Agent 



Stuyvesant Fish. 
lohnC. Wellinr. 

E. C. Woodruff. 
E.T. H. Gibson. 
A. G. Hackstafif. 

F. Merry 

F. Titus 

M . Dickinson 
J. F. A>er. 
W.J. Knight 
. r. Duncombe 
*. Fairiman 
M. O. Rover.... 
A. D. Jo«lin 

C. F. Krebs 

D. Sloan 

A. W.Sullivan.. 
|. G. Hartigan. 

F. B. Harriman. 
C. K. Dixon 

G. A. Cloak 

G. M. Diigan ... 
T. J Hudson ... 
M C Markham. 
W. E. Kee- ers . 
A. H. Hanson . . 

I. F. Merry 

J. A Osborn. ... 



DIRECTORS. 



I LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



New York, N. Y. 
Chicago, III. 
KHzabcth, N. I. 
New York, N, Y. 
New York. N. Y. 
Dubuque, Iowa 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Dubuque, Iowa. 
Fort Uo ge, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chi -ago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
ChicaKO, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Dubuaue, Iowa. 
Cherokee, Iowa. 
Council Bluffs, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, ill. 
Chit ago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Dubuque, Iowa. 
Chicago, III. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOPFICE ADDRESS. 


John W. Auchincloss 


New York City. 
Dubuque. Iowa. 
Cedar Rapids. Iowa. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
Chicago, 111. 
New York City. 
Fort Dodge. Iowa. 


Nicholas Glab 


Dubuque. Iowa. 
Dubuque, Iowa. 
Dubuque, Iowa 


' . W. Conchar. 

S L. Dowl 


John V. Rider 

F. D. Stout 


Stuyvesant Fish 

E. T. H. Gibson 


M. M. Walker 

0. 0. Folerton 


Duhuoue. Iowa. 
Sioux City. Iowa. 


J. T Harahan 


J. C. Welling.. 
y. H. Forbert 


Chicago, 111. 
Dubuque, Iowa. 


E. H. Harriman 


A. R. Loomis . 





1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 31. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October a, 1899. 

3. Give postoffice address of Gener tl office, Dubuque. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office. Central Station, Chicago, 111. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
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STACYVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPER.ATED. 
I. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 



TERMINALS. 



NAME. 



1. a StacjTille Railroad 



FROM. 



Stacyville Jet. 



TO. 



Stacyville. 



a ea 
s o 



« ^ S 
V ^ rt 



793 



O 0*0 

gSE 



.= « 



O «■ 

:8 



7.93 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 




President 

First Vice-President. 

Secretary , 

Treasurer 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



W.J. Knight.... 
F. B. Harriman. 



F. E Couch 
J. F.Titus 



Dubuque, Iowa. 
Dubuque, Iowa 
Dubuque, Iowa. 
ChicaK-o. Ill 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRF..SS. 


W. J. Knight 


Dubuque, Iowa. 
Du"uque, Iowa. 
Dubuque. Iowa. 
Dubuque. Iowa. 


A. Penney 


Stacyville, Iowa. 


F. D. Harriman 


C. G. Rolfe 


Siacyvillr, Iowa. 


W L Benson 


W. L. Eaton 


Osasre, Iowa. 


T. W McYear 











1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 8. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, May i, 1900. 

3. Give postofiice addtess of general office, Dubuque. Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office. Central Station, Chicago, 111. 



DES MOINES UNION RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERM1NAL.S. 


f line for 

road 

d. 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
each 
name 


Dc« Moines Union Railwav company 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


3.70 



OFFICERS 



TITLE. 



Chairman of the Board 

Presld'-nt 

First Vice-President 

Treasurer 

Attorney or General Counsel 

Auditor 

General Superintendent . 



NAME. 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



F. C. Hubbell... 
F. C. Hubbell... 
H. D. Thompson 
F. M. Hubbell . . 
H. D. I hompson 
A. B. Cummins.. 
E. G. Mitchell . . 
J. A. Wajjner 



Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 



Moines, 
Moines, 
Moines, 
Moines, 
Moines, 
Moines, 
Moines, 
Moines. 



Iowa. 

Iowa. 

Iowa 

Iowa. 

Iowa. 

Iowa. 

Iowa. 

Iowa. 



TWENXy-XUIRD ANNUAL REPURT OF THE 



DES MOINES UNION RAILWAY COMPANY— Continued . 

DIRECTORS. 



„„. 


„„,„„.„„„. 


.... 


„■„„,=. „„i™.. 


rSKS 


Dea Mo DO. Iowa. 
D«a Mooes. Iowa. 












{;i;iSl:S;:::::::::=: 


SKKlll: 


?:g.SS"?r.::::;.;::::-: 



IOWA CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



re Ihe renul ia contingent upon earning! oi 



S. Line operated under trackage risbia 



,^. 


„..,... 


2 

HI 

.89.481 

IS 

IS 
II 


Hi 


„o.- 


T,^ 


111 




S:Vr!.;; 

LvnnvllleJct..Ia 


aaw-,fc:. 






373-^ 




iJo-JW 


t ?efrr*"?eMSiSS1laXiV 


sri=i"".ir"; 






Total 




SI0..3. 



OFFICERS, 



Pretideni 

FIral Vke-Prealdeat 

Second Vice-Preildenl 

GBueraiso'iicitor;" !.'!!:.'!;!!:; 

GeiMral Auditor 

GeneralSiiperiniendeiil., . . 
Superintendent of Telegraph,, 
Traffic Manager. . .... 

Aajiitant General Freight Agei 
General Pasaenger AgenI 



F. H. Ds.la. 

U F.Daj 

S. Seaman Jonea., . 

Geo. R Morie 

Geo W.Seeiera ... 
T. I Waiaon 

O'. W. HunlinsVoii! 

It. G, FalUa 

I N Tittemore... 

T, G, Lull 

G. S, BallT 



OakaloosB, Iowa. 
Marahalllown. Iowa 
Marsh alltoirei. lowi 
Man-halltown. Iowa 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMViiSSIONRRS 
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DIRECTORS. 



NAME 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


NAME 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


Edwin Hawley 

Frank H. Davis 

L. C. Weir 

Edwin Lanedon 


New York Citv. 
New York City. 
New York City 
New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
Minneapolis. 
Chicoffo. 


T. P. Shontz 

R. J.Kimball 

Geo. R. Morse 

G. E. Taintor 


Chicago. 
New York City. 
New York City 
New York City. 


John E. Searles 


K. H. Perkins, Jr 

Russell Sage 

tienry A. Gardner 


New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 


Geo. Crocker 

L. F. Day 


Paol Morton 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 88s. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 8, 1899 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, 20 Broad street. New York City. 

4. Gire postoffice address of operating office, Marsballtown, Iowa. 



ALBIA & CENTERVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



I. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 





TERMINALS. 


Miles rf line 
for each road 
named. 


Ine for 
lass of 
lamed. 


NAME. 

• 


FROM— 


TO— 


Miles of 1 
each c 
roads e 


I. a Albta & Centerville Railroad 


AlbiA. Iowa. 


Centerville. Iowa. 


34 44 


24. 44 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICE. 


Chairman of the Board 

President 

First Vice-President 

Assistant Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant Treasurer 

Auditor. 


F. M. Drake 

F. M. Drake 

Russell Sage 

1. J. Slocum 

Russell Sage 

T.I. Wasson 

T. I. Wasson 


Centerville, Iowa. 
Centerville, Iowa. 
New York fclty. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
Marsballtown, Iowa. 
Marsballtown, Iowa. 


General Manaser 


L. T Day 

H. G. Kelley 

C. W. Huntington 


M'nneaDolis. Minn. 


Chief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Manager . 

Assistant General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent. 


Minneapolis, Minn. 
Oskaloosa. Iowa. 


B. G. Fallis 

J. N. Tittemore ... 

S. G. Luts 


Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Marsballtown, Iowa. 
Marsballtown. Iowa. 


G. S Batty 


Marsballtown, Iowa. 



23 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



ALBIA & CENTERVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY-Continubd 

DIRECTORS. 



NAME OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


NAME OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


Russell Sage 

C. W. Osborne 


New York. 
New York. 
New York. 


J. J. Slocum 

F. M. Drake 


New York. 
Centerviile. Iowa. 


E. C. Osborne 







1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 6. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 2, 1899. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, 20 Hroad Street, New York. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Marsballtown, Iowa. 



IOWA NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED 
I. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a. Main line. 



* 

NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


of line 
>ach road 
ed. 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
for c 
nam 


I. a Iowa Northern Railway company 


Colfax 


Valeria 


5.93 





OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICE. 


President 


I. S. Nylie 

D. Ryan — 

John Topper 

W. 0. NlcElrov 


Davenport, Iowa. 
Des Moines. Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


Attorney, or General Counsel 


Colfax, Iowa. 
Newton, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRKSS. 


NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


F. H. Griggs 

D. Ryan 

J. S. Nylie. 


Davenport, Iowa. 
Des Moines, lOwa. 
Davenport, Iowa. 


John M. Topper 

Robert Ryan 


Colfax, Iowa. 
Lincoln, Neb. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 6 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 19, 1900 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Colfax, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Colfax, Iowa. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 

KEOKUK & WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY 
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PROPERTY OPERATED. 



I. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 
S. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAME. 


TBRMINALS. 


i line for 
class of 
1 named. 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
each 
roadi 


I . ' Keokuk & Western Railroad Company 

I. Keokuk & Western Railroad Company 

S. St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern R. R. Co. 


Alexandria, Mo 

Des Moines, Iowa 


Van Wert, Iowa 

Cainsville, Mo 


144.65 

XI2.00 
^.00 




p 




Total 


159.6$ 



OFFICERS. 



TITLK. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Chief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Soperintendent of Telegraph 
Traffic Manager.. 



General Freight Agent — 

Assistant General Freight .Agent 

General Passenger Agent 

Assistant General Passenger Agf nt. 



NAME. 



J. 
A 

H. 

A. 

A. 



A. 
A. 
W 
A. 
W 



W. Rlythe 

C. Goodrich 

E. larvis 

C. Peasley 

R. Board 

C Goodrich 

C.Goodrich 

P. Boyle. 

P. Boyle 

C. Goodrich 

McCrae 

. G. Goodrich. .... 

McCrae. 

. G. Goodrich 



LOCATION OP OFFICB. 



Burlineton, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk, iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk. Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



HAMBS OP DIRBCTORS. 


FOSTOFPICB ADDRESS. 


NAMES OF DIRBCTORS. 


FOSTOFPICB ADDRESS. 


C. E. Perkins 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Boston, Mass. 


Richard Olney 

F. W. Hunnewell 

J . Malcolm Forbes 

r. Jefferson Coolidge 


Boston. Mass. 


1. W. BIythe 


Boston. Mass. 


W. W. Baldwin 

A. C. Goodrich 

I C. Paine 


Boston, Mass. 
Manchester, Mass. 



I. Total Dumber of stockholders at date of last election, is. 

a. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, February 7, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Keokuk, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Keokuk, Iowa*. 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



MASON CITY & FT. DODGE RAILWAY COMPANY 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 





TBRM1NAI»S. 


line 
h road 


NAMB. 


FROM— 


TO — 


Miles of 
for eac 
named 


MatonCity & Fort Dodge Railroad company 


Mason City, Iowa. 
Carbon Jet. Iowa 


Lehigh. Iowa 

Coalville, Iowa. .. 


n.1 

3-9 


Total 


9** 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



President ; 

Vice-President 

Secretary ) 

Treasurer J 

Assistant Treasurer 

Auditor 

Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent 



\V. C. Toomcy... 
Hamilton Browne 

S. T. Meserrey . . 

O. B. Grant 

J. L. Keough.... 
O. B. Grant... 
W. M. Salisbury. 
S. D. Parkhurst.. 
S. D. Parkhurst 



St. Paul, Minn. 
Boone, Iowa. 

Fort Dodge, Iowa. 

Fort Dodge. Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICB ADIIRE6S. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


James F. Hill 


St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 


W. C. Toomey 


St. Paul. Minn. 


D. C. Shepard.. 

Louis W.Hill 


Hamilton Browne 


Boone. Iowa. 







I. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 8. 

1. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, May 15, 1900 

3. Give postoffice address of general office. Fort Dodge, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office. Fort Dodge, Iowa. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD OOMMISSIONEECS. 
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MINNEAPOLIS & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



S- 



Railroad line represented by capital stock | J ^■ancheSand 
Line operated under trackage rights. 



spurs. 



NAME. 


TBRIIINALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


f line for 
class of 
named. 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
each( 
roads 


I. a Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co 


Min'apolis.Minn. 
Kalo Jet., Iowa ... 
Hopk ns.Mlnn.... 
Manitou Junction. 
Wtnthrop,Minn .. 

St. Paul. Minn 


Anerus. Iowa 




a59.9o 

307.45 
10. II 


^ Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co 

• 


Kalo, Iowa 

Watertown, S.D.. 
Tonka Bay, Minn. 
Estherville, la .... 

Min'apolis, Minn 


1.46 
215.4a 

89.12 


5. Northern Pacific Railroad company 




Total 


577.46 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



LOCATION OP OFFICE. 



President 

Vice-President 

Secretary and Assistant Treasurer. 

Treasurer , 

General Counsel 

Geoferal Attorney 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Chief Engineer , 

Superintendent of Transportation. , 

General Freight Agent , 

Assistant General Freight Agent . 

General Passenger Agent , 

General Baggage Agent 



Edwin Hawley . . 
L.F.Day 

ioseph uaskill . . . 
^H Dam 

William Strauss . 
Albert E.Clarke. 

Frank Nay 

L. F. Day 

H G. Kelley.... 
A. P. Tanner.... 
W. M. Hopkins. 

R. G. Brown 

A.B. Cutts 

A. B. Cutts 



New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis. Minn. 
New York, N.Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS 


NAME. 


POStOFFlCS ADDRESS. 


Edwin Hawley 


New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N.Y. 


L. C. Weir 


New York. N. Y. 


F. H. Davis 


Georire Crocker 


New York. N . Y. 


William Strauss 


John E. Searles 

L. F. Day 


New York, N. V . 


Edwin Langdon 

F. E. Palmer 


Minneapolis, Minn. 





1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 380. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, first Tuesday in October, 1899. 

3. Give postofiice address of general office, Minneapolis, Minn. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Minneapolis. Minn. 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



MUSCATINE NORTH & SOUTH RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 
X. Railroad line repreaented by capital stock: a Main line. 





NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


S2 




PROM— 


TO— 


Miles of 
for eac 
named. 


X. 


a Muscatine North & South R. R.— main line. 


Muscatine, Iowa 


Elrick Junction 


a8.67 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Superintendent of Telegraph , 
Traffic Manager. 

General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent . 



NAME. 



Walter M. Gorham 
H. F. Balch 
Henry Tayne 

Henry jayne 

George Reedey. .... 
Charles Howard 

J. A. Cor 

Charles Howard ... 
Charles Howard .. 
Charles Howard 



LOCATION OP OFFICE. 



Philadelphia, Pa. 
Minneaj>olis, Minn. 
Muscatine, Iowa. 
Muscatine, Iowa. 
Muscatine, Iowa. 
Muscatine, Iowa. 
Muscatine, Iowa. 
Muscatine, Iowa. 
Muscatine, Iowa. 
Muscatine. Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMES OP DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFPICB ADDRESS. 


NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICR ADDRR.H.S. 


Walter M. Gorham 




George W. See vers 

P M.Musser 




H. F. Balch 






M.J. Peppard. 

J. A. Nelson .... 




Henry layne 




• •••■• ■•■••• 




*«•*•«* « ••*« «« 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 9. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election ol directors, January 10, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of General office, Muscatine, Iowa . 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Muscatine, Iowa. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD GOMlilSSlONERS. 
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OMAHA & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY, 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



I. Railroad line repreaeated by capital stock: a Main line. 
S. Line operated under trackage rights. 





TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


ine for 
ass of 
tamed. 


NAME. 


FROM— 


TO— 


Mile&of 1 
each cl 
roadfeo 


I. a Omaha & St Loais Railroad company 

S. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co.. 


Pattonsbnrg, Mo. 

In Council Bluffs, 
terminal tracks. 


Council Bluffs.Ia. 

a • ' » • • • 


143-39 
•34 


14339 
•34 




14373 


Total 


143.73 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICE. 


Chairman of the Board 


John Lambert 


Chicago, 111. 


President 

First Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 


A. E. Stillwcll 

Alfred Clifford 

1 ames Hopkins 


Kansas City. Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St Louis. Mo. 


Secretary 

Treasurer 


Chas. G.Gates 

Chas. G. Gates 


Chicago, III. 
Chicago. 111. 


Assistant Treasurer 

General Counsel 


W. D. Tucker 

Max Pa m 


Kansas Citv, Mo. 
Chicago. 111. 
Kansas City. Mo. 


Auditor 


H. H. Kendrick 


General Manager 


W. G. Brimson 

E. H. Shauflcr 

E. M. Collins 

Chas. E. Gibbs 


Kansas City. Mo. 


Assistant General Manager 

Chief Engineer ... 


Quincy, 111. 
Kansas City. Mo. 


General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight Agent 


Kansas Citv. Mo. 


Geo. M. Entrikin ... 

A. J. Bandy . 


Omaha. Neb. 


Genera] Passenger Agent 


Kansas City. Mo. 


General Ticket Agent ... 


A. ' . Bandy 


Kansas City, Mo. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS . 


John Lambert . 

Chas. G. Gates 

A. E. Stillwell 

W. E. Roosevelt 


Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Kansas City,»Mo. 
New York, ^. Y. 


Francis Smith 


New York. N. Y. 


James Hopkins. 

Alfred Clifford 


St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 



X. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 8. 

a. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, November 17, 1899. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Kansas City, Mo. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Kansas City, Mo. 



860 



TWENTY THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



WILLMAR & SIOUX PALLS RAILWAY COMPANY, 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

I. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 

1. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 

5. Line operated under trackag^e rights. 





TERMINALS. 


Miles of line for 
each road 
named. 


.So a 


NAME. 


FROM— 


TO — 


Miles of] 
each c 
roads c 


I. <z Willmar & Sioux Falls Railway 


Willmar, Minn... 
Garretson, S. D.. 
So. Sioux City la. 

(In Sioux 
Jet with W. & S. 
F. Ry .... 

Jet. with tracks of 
Trust Co. of N. 
A 

Jet. with tracks 
of C.,M.&St.P. 

• • • • 


Sioux City, Iowa.. 
Yankton, S. Dak. 
O'Neill. Neb 

City.) 

Jet. with tracks of 
C.,M. & St. P. 

Jet. with tracks of 
Combination 
Bridge Company 

South Sioux City, 
Neb 


223.76 

80.49 

199.16 

1.57 

.60 
1.15 




2. Sioux City & Western Railway 

5. Trust Company of North America (formerly 
beloneing to the Sioux City Terminal and 
WareHouse Company) 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St Paul 


304.« 
129.16 


Combination Bridge Company 


3- 3* 


Total 


' 436.73 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



President ... 

First Vice-President 

Secretary and Treasurer 

General Solicitor 

Comptroller 

Assistant Comptroller 

General Auditor 

Ghief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Assistant General Superintendent 
Superintendent of Telegraph. . . 

Traffic Manager , 

General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent 

General Baggage Agent 



NAME. 



W. P. Clough ... 
James N. Hill .. 
Edward Sawyer.. 
U. S. Grover. . 

I. I. Farrington 
". G. Drew. .. . 

. L. Cramer. . 
^ohn F. Stevens 
|f. E. Ward .... 
_ M. Gruber. .. 
fe. J. Little .... 
F. B. Clarke.... 
Fred Rogers.... 
Fred Rogers . . . . 
S. A. Smart 



LOCATION OP OFFICE. 



St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn 
Willmar. Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
St. Paul, Minn. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFPICE ADDRESS. 


NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFXCB ADDSE.S.S. 


W. P. Clough 

U. S. Grover 

Samuel Hill. . 


St. Paul, .Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Minneapolis Minn. 


Edward Sawyer. 
James N. Hill 


St. Paul. Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 



I. 

2. 

3. 

4 



Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 6. 

Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 14, 1899. 

Give postoffice address of general office, St Paul, Minn. 

Give Postoffice address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn 
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SIOUX CITY & NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATEP. 

X. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stoclc is owned by this company. 



• 


TERMINALS. 


Miles of line for 
each road 
named. 


ine for 

lass of 
lamed. 


NAMB. 


FROM— 


TO— 


Miles of 1 
each cl 
roads n 


I. Sonx City & Northern railroad 


Sioux City, la 

Division street, 
Sioux City, la.. 


Garretson, S. D . 

Douglas street, 
Sioux City, la.. 


96 • 

X.28 


96. 


3. Sioux City Terminal and Warehouse Co 


i.aS 


Total. .... 




97.a» 



OFFICERS. 



TITLB. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary and Treasurer. 
Treasurer for Receivers. 
Attorney, or General Counsel , 
Auditor for Receivers 
Superintendent of Telegraph 
General Freight Agent . . . . , 
General Passenger Agent 

Receivers 



Land Commissioner 



• • • B 



NAMB. 



Samuel J . Beals 

Craig L. Wright 

H. S. Baker 

Geo. W.Oakley 

Craig L. Wright 

John K. Lee 

T. W. Acklev 

W. B. McNider 

W. B. McNider 

Samuel J. Beals 

Warwick Hough 

T. A. Seaman 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City. Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis. .Mo. 



DIRECTORS. 



X. 

2. 



NAMB. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


T. A. Seaman 


Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul. Minn. 


C. L. Wright 


Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa 
Sioux City, Iowa. 
Sioux City, Iowa. 


S. J. Beals 

n. S. Baker ........ .... 

W. P. Clough 

Jno. F. Stevens 


0. F.Call....! ! 

W. P. Mawley 

Geo. W. Oakley. 



Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 21. 

Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, second Wednesday in June. 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABOR AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 
I. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 





TERMINALS. 


Miles of line for 
each road 
named. 




NAME. 


FROM— 


TO— 


Miles of 1 
each cli 
roads ni 


I. a Tabor & Northern railway 


Tabor, Iowa 


Malvern 


8.79 


8.79 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



Chairman of the Board 

President 

First Vice-President 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Traffic Manager 

Assistant General Freight Agent . 
General Passenger Agent 



Robert McClelland. 

Thos. McClelland ... 
L). E. Low, acting.., 
Robert McClelland 
Chas. R. Wilson. .. 

R. S. McClelland 



Tabor« Iowa. 

Galesbnrg III. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Omaha, Neb. 

Tabor, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 


NAME OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


NAME OP DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


Robert McClelland 

Thos. McClelland. 


Tabor, Iowa. J. M. Barbour 

Galesburg, 111. H. C. Dye 


Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 6o. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June ii, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Tabor, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office. Tabor, Iowa. 



BOAKD OF RAILROAD COMUISSIUNBRS. 
LINES OPERATED BY THE WABASH RAILROAD COMPANY. 



I-IHBS LbASKD— 



LiHBS Operated Uhdkh Joint Trackage 



Grsod Trunk riilrMd... 



Detroil Union Depot and SlBlinn camp 
Chicaeo & Wetlcra Indiapa railroad... 
Ctaicago a Weilern Indiana railroad.. 
Chicago Tarmlnal Tran a (er railioad . .. 
Chkago. Burlington ftOuincy railroad 
Chicaeo, Burlinirlnn & Quinct railroad. 

Toledo. Peoria & Western railway 

Toledo, l-eorU & Weeiero railway 

Keokuk Bridze i:om|.any 

M>3Bouti.KaTiiae&Te»ari>il»aT -.-. 



Terminil Railroad Auoclatioi 
Hannibal a St. Joe railroad .. 

lorn Central riuloav 

MiiBonri, Kanua & Teiai rail 
Mluonrl Pacific railwar 



Montpel'ier'!' 

Si. LouliVriy 
Moberly 



'ittifieldJuDclioa. 



Chili 

East Hannibal ... 
Brunswick 



Wellai 



.. naion Bridgi 
Detroit (un'u depot) 
Chicago .. 
State lltia 
CUtkeJui 
CamoPoi 
Qulncy.... 



Hamilton 



St.Loula(CHiv«St.) 



EaiiSlTLouls ... 
Edwardavllle Jet 
EffioEham 



Delrav 

C&W.l. Junction. 
C.KW.I.Iunctioii. 
State line nnd.-lll.) 

fiasl'^lanDibai 



ill 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



LINES OPERATED BY THE WABASH— Continued. 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



President 

Vice-Presidents } 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General Solicitor 

Attorney, or General Counsel 

Auditor 

Assistant Auditor 

General Manager 

Chief Engineer 

General Superintendent 



Division Superintendents 



Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Manager— freight ^ 

Genera] Freight Aurent 

Assistant General Freight Agent . . . . 

General Passenger Agent 

Assistant General Passenger Agent. 

General Ticket Agent 

Assistant General Ticket Agent. 
General Baggage Agent 



NAMB. 



O. D. Ashley 

Edgar T. Welles 

f. Kamsey, Jr 
. C. Otteson 
\ L. O'Lcary 

Wells H. Blodgett 

D. B. Howard 

E. B. Pryor 

J. Ramsey, Jr. 

W. S. Lincoln 

H. L. Magee 

E. A. Gould 

A. Robertson 

J. S. Goodrich 

G. M. Burns 

A. £. Robbins 

G. C. Kinsman 

M Knight 

SB. Knight 

P. W. Coyle 

C S. Crane 

H.V. P. Taylor 

C. S. Crane 

H. V. P. Taylor 

S. H. Overholt 



LOCATION OF OFFICK. 



New York City. N.Y. 
New York City. N.Y. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
New York City, N.Y. 
St. Louis. Mo. 

Si. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Peru, Ind. 
Decatur, Ind. 
Moberly, Mo. 
Detroit, Mich. 
Buffalo, N. y. 
Decatur, 111. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRBSS. 


0. D. Ashley — 
Geo. J. Gould . .. 
Edgar T Welles . 

Henry K. McHarg 

C. J. Lawrence 

P. B Wyckoff 

S. C Reynolds 


New York City, N.Y 
New York City, N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y. 
Toledo. Ohio. 


Edwin Gould 

Thos. H. Hubbard. . 

John T Terry 

Russel Sage 

C. C. Macrae •••. 

Francis Pa vy 


New York City. N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y. 
New York City. N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y 
London, England. 
London, England. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, not known. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October xo, 1899 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, St. Louis, Mo. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, St. Louis Mo 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
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WINONA & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



• 

NAMB. 


TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


t line for 
class of 
1 named. 




FROM — 


TO— 


Miles 
each 
roadi 


Winona & Western Railway Company 


Winona, Minn... 


Osage, Iowa 


132.2 


132.2 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 



NAMK 



LOCATION OF OFFICE. 



President 

Vice-President . 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant Treasurer , 

General Superintendent . 
General Freight Agent . . , 
General Passenger Agent 



H. W. Lamberton. 

V. Simpson 

Thomas Simpson . . . 

M. G. Norton 

.S. S. Strouse 

Maboney 

Mahoney 

Mahoney 



tj; 



Winona, 
Winona, 
Winona, 
Winona, 
Winona, 
Winona, 
Winona, 
Winonn, 



Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


Wm. H. Laird 

J. R. Mitchell 

S. W. Hamilton 


Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 


Chas. Horton 

V. Simpson ... 

H. W. Lamberton .... 

M. G. Norton. .... 


Winona, Minn. 
Wiuona, Minn. 
Winona. Minn. 


W I. Landan 

Earie S Youmans 


Winona, Minn. 



1. Total number of stoclcholders at date of last election. 10. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 6, 1900 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Winona, Minn. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Winona, Minn 



IOWA CENTRAL & WESTERN RAILROAD. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 
I. Railroad line represented by capital stock: Main line 





TERMINALS. 


Miles of Une for 
each road 
naned. 


NAMB. 


FROM— 


TO— 


1 ]ow:i Cfn^ral & Western railroad 


Belmond, Iowa... 


Algona, Iowa. 


37.3 
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TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



BURLINGTON & NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 





TERMINALS. 


i2S 


NAME. 


FROM— 


TO— 


Miles of 1 
each cIj 
roads 


Borlineton & Northwestern Railway comoanT 


Mediapolis 


Washington 


38.73 
13-77 


The company has leased the right to run over 13.77 miles 
of the B. , C. R. & N. Ry. , the distance between Bur- 
linfftoD and Media oolis 








Total 


Sa-S 



OFFICERS, 



TITLE. 



NAME. 



LOCATIOR OF OFFICB. 



President 

Vice-President 

Secretary ) 

Treasurer ) 

Attorney, or General Counsel 

Auditor, Chief Clerk .Accountant Department.... 

Manager 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Chief Clerk 



T. W. Barhydt . 
J. T. Remey — 

R. M. Green.... 

W. L. Cooper... 
K. M. Boden.... 

R. Law 

E. J. Goodspeed 
M. Law 



Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 

Burlington, Iowa. 

Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Bur ington. Iowa. 
Burlington. Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRKSS. 


T. W. Barhydt 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burling; ton, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa 


H. B. Scott 


Burlington, Iowa. 


1. F. Remey 


C. P. Squire 


Burlington. Iowa. 


W. W.Baldwin 


H. S. Rand '. 


Burlington, Iowa. 


W. F. McFarland 


William Carson 


Burlington, lowau 


I. W. Biythe 







1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 229. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June so, 1900. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Burlington, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Burlington, Iowa. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



867 



BURLINGTON & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


f line for 
class of 
\ named. 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
each 
roadi 


Barlington & Western Railway Company 


Winfield 


Oskaloosa 




70.7 


This company has by payment of its proportion of 
joint expense of train service and track repairs 
the right to run over the Burlington & North- 
western railway from Winfield to Mediaoolis.. 






19-73 
13.77 




And thence to Burlington over the Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company's 
line under contract of the Burlineton & North- 
western Railway company with that company. 






— 33.S 








Total 




104.2 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICE. 


President T. W. Barhvdt 


Burlington, Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


C. p. Squires 

R. N. Green 


^'BurlioKton, Iowa. 


Third Vice-President ) 




Secretary > 


Burlinifton. Iowa. 


Treasurer — ) 

.\ttomeT. or General Counsel 


W. L. Cooper 


Burlinirton. Iowa. 


.Auditor, Chief Clerk Accountant Department 
Manager .... 


K. N. Boden 

K. Law 

E. 1. Goodspeed 

M. taw 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington. Iowa. 


Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Chief Clerk 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


T. W. Barhydt 
N. P. Squires 
W.wTBaldwin 


Burlingt n, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 


I.W. Blythe 

H. B. Scott 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 



1. Tota! number of stockholders at date of last election, 6. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June ao, 1900 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Burlington, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Burlington. Iowa. 



SYLLABI OF DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE COMMISSION. 



24 



SYLLABI OF DECISIONS 



OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 



Board op Railroad Commissioners of South Carolina 

V. 

Florbncb Railroad Company et al. 
G. P. Allbn et al, 

V. 

Carolina Midland Railway Company etal. 



RiDGB Fruit and Melon Growers' Association of South Carolina 

V. 

Southern Railway Company et al. 

Decided May 19, 1898. 

On complaint that rates charged by defendants for the transportation of melons in car loads from 
shipping points in South Carolina to New Yorlc and other points in northern and northeastern states 
were unjust and unreasonable, it appeared that the rates were lower than those in force between the 
same points on cotton and general merchandise, although greater speed and some other exceptional 
facilities are involved in the transportation of melons from South Carolina; and that the rates per ton 
per mile afforded by the melon rates ranged from 7.6 mills to i.i cents, and for most of the defendant 
roads were less than the average receipts per ton per mile from all freight. The evidence was insuffi- 
cient to warrant an estimate of the cost of production or the results of sales during the shipping sea- 
son. Held, That the rates complained of were not shown to be unjust or unreasonable, and that the 
petitions should be dismissed without prejudice. 



B. Brock WAY et al. 

V. 

The Ulster & Delaware Railroad Company; The West Shore Railroad Company; and the 
New York Central & Hudson River Railroad Company as Lessee of the West Shore 
Railroad. 

Decided June 33, 1898. 

Petitioners alleged error in that part of the decision and order in Milk Producers' Protective Asso- 
ciation V. Delaware, L, 6* W. R. Co. 7 I. C. C. Rep. 93, which authorizes a line composed of the 
Ulster & Delaware and West Shore railroads to charge fourth-group rates on milk and cream shipped 
to Weehawken from stations on the Ulster & Delaware railroad which would otherwise take the lower 
rates ordered in that case for third-group distances over other lines; such exception having been 
granted by the Commission on account of unusually difficult grades over the Catskill Mountains and 
the further fact that all of the milk carried by the Ulster & Delaware Is gathered beyond the mountains 
at distances of 13a to 175 miles from the Weehawken terminal. Held, That there was no material error 
in the original decision, and that the petitions should be dismissed. 



372 TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

Grain Shippers' Association op Northwest Iowa 

V. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company and Others. 

First.— K slight reduction in freight rates from a large extent of territory upon a staple commodity 
lilce grain may result in Tery largely diminishing the revenues of the carrier, as well as determining 
whether or not grain can be raised at a profit, and, ultimately, whether it shall be raised at all. 
Questions of this nature, involving as they do great interests to both parties, and interests which 
mean, not the loss or gain of a given sum for a single year, but similar loss or gain year after year, 
ought not to be determined except upon some reasonably satisfactory showing, if the material for 
such showing exists. 

Second.— '^YA\e value is a most important element to be considered in fixing rates, it plainly 
cannot be made an arbitrary standard independent of all other considerations. 

Third.— \l a carrier can profitably make a low rate for the purpose of obtaining traffic in existence 
which would otherwise pass over a competing line, then it may profitably, under some circumstances, 
make a low rate for the purpose of bringing into existence traffic which would not otherwise pass over 
any line. 

Fourtk.—The capitalization of a railroad, to have consideration in cases involving the readjust, 
ment of rates, should be accompanied by a history of the capital account, the value of the stock and 
various securities, and the actual cost and value of the property itself. To make the capital account 
of railroads the measure of legitimate earnings would place, as a rule, the corporation which has been 
honestly managed from the outset under enormous disadvantages. 

Fifth. —It is not enough for defendant carriers to say, in a case involving the relation of rates, 
that competition justifies or requires the thing which is done; something must be known of the nature 
and extent and effect of that competition. 

Sixth.— The transportation of grain eastward from Kansas City and from Sioux City and other 
points in the territory adjacent to Sioux City is subject to competition between the carriers; bat while 
reduced rates have resulted from the competition at Kansas City the competition in northwest Iowa 
has been more effectively restrained by an agreement formerly in effect, and, since such agreement 
was canceled, by continuance of rates without substantial reduction. The rate op com to Chicago from 
most points in western Iowa is 17 cents per xoo pounds. Examination of the rates and rate changes for 
a period of years indicates that a rate of 1$ cents on com from Kansas City to Chicago should be 
applied at all Missouri River points, but the evidence is not sufficient to enable a definite conclusion. 
It does appear, however, that the rate on grain from Sioux City and other points in a limited 
section of northwest Iowa are too high. 

Held^ That the 19-cent rate on com from Sioux City and other points in adjacent territory should 
be reduced, the x7-cent rate on corn now in effect from most points in western Iowa should be extended 
to Sioux City and points in Iowa on and east of the Sioux City & St Paul railroad (now part of the 
C. , St. P., M. & O. system), and corresponding reduction should be made from other points in 
southeastern South Dakota. Held^ further, that while no opinion is expressed as to what is the proper 
relation of the rates on wheat and cori^from Sioux City and adjacent territory, the difference of 4 cents 
which now prevails from most shipping points in that section should not be exceeded. 

Seventh.— hn order granting reparation to shippers for an unreasonable rate must be based upon 
evidence and a finding that the rate was unreasonable at the time it was paid.- 



A. J. Gustin 



The Atchison, Topbka & Santa Fb Railroad Company, and Aldace F. Walker, John J. McCook 
and J . C. Wilson, Receivers thereof; The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway 
Company; The Chicago & Alton Railroad Company; The Chicago, Burlington & North- 
ern Railroad Company; The Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company; The 
Chicago Great Western Railway Company; The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company; The Chicago & Northwestern Railway Company; The Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway Company; The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Rail- 
way Company; The Hannibal & St. Joseph Railroad Company; The Illinois Central 
Railroad Company; The Iowa Central Railway Company; The Kansas City, St. Joseph 
& Council Bluffs Railroad Company; The Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Company, 
and W. H. Truesdale, Receiver thereof; The Missouri Pacific Railway Company; The Rock 
Island & Peoria Railway Company; The St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern Railro.\d 
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Company; The Wabash Railroad Company; The Union Pacific Railway Company, and S. 
H. H. Clark, Oliyer W. Mink, E. EUery Anderson. John W. Doane, and Frederick R. Coudert, 
Receivers thereof; The Burlington & Missouri River Railroad in Nebraska. 

Decided August 7i 1899. 

/^ir;r/.— The defendants, having engaged under their tariffs and course of business in the through 
transportation of traffic from Chicago and other points to Kearney, Neb. , over continuous lines formed 
by their connected roads, are required by the Act to Regulate Commerce to make their rates on such 
transportation reasonable and otherwise in conformity with the provisions of that statute, and such 
duty is not avoided by the fact that the rates to Kearney may be combinations of rates to and from 
Omaha 

Second. —The necessities of carriers often demand, and traffic conditions frequently warrant them 
i o exacting a share of through rates which gives them more per mile than that which results to a con- 
necting carrier from the division accepted by it. 

Third.— The rate per ton per mile rule brings rates down to the narrowest point of scrutiny, and 
for that purpose is valuable; but it excludes consideration of other circumstances and conditions which 
enter into the making of rates, no matter bow compulsory or imperious they may be, and it cannot, 
therefore, be accepted as controling in determining the reasonableness of rates. 

^0»r/A.— Combination rates always afford an advantage to the basing point, and entail some disad- 
vantage upon the town to which the combined rate« are applied, and when traffic is brought to the 
two places to bedistriubted in common territory the preferences and prejudices resulting from such 
rates must generally be held unreasonable and undue. 

Ft/M. —Freight rates from Chicago and other eastern points to Kearney, Neb., made by combin- 
ing rates to and from Omaha, a point on the Missouri river, are not unreasonable in amount, and the 
evidence was insufficient upon the question whether such rates subject Kearney merchants to unlawful 
disadvantage. 



Chicago Fire Proof Covering Company 

v. 
Chicago & Northwestern Railway Company and The Pennsylvania Company. 

Decided November i, 1899. 

First.— The provision in section 3 of the Act, that **this shall not be construed as requiring any 
such common carrier to give the use of its tracks or terminal facilities to another carrier engaged in 
like business," refers to facilities for interchanging traffic between connecting lines; and providing 
such facilities is not involved in this proceeding. 

Second. —The varying cost to shippers in delivering freight to the carrier for shipment can have no 
bearing in a case which has sole reference to what are unlawful rates from the carriers' stations. 

Third.— V^n complaint that defendants charge unlawful rates on asbestos articles from Summer- 
dale, 111., to Lima, Ohio, and other eastern points, it appeared that Summerdale. although within the 
city limits of Chicago, is a station on the C. & N. W. Ry., which, for purposes of shipment and car- 
riage is independent of the main depots of that company in Chicago; that it is a shorter-distance point, 
and Milwaukee and other places on the Milwaukee division of the C. & N. W. , north of Summerdale, 
are long-distance points, over defendants' established through line, with reference to L. C. L. ship- 
ments to eastern destinations; that defendants have through rates in effect from stations north of 
Chicago, but on traffic from Summerdale the Penn. Co. insists upon a higher charge made by adding 
rates to and from the point of connection in Chicago; that these through rates were not denied to 
Summerdale before it became part of Chicago by extension of the city limits; and that the circum- 
stances and conditions governing the transportation are not dissimilar. Held, That defendants' higher 
less than carload rates on asbestos articles from Summerdale than from points north of Chicago, to 
and including Milwaukee, on shipments destined to Lima, O. , and other eastern points, are in viola- 
tion of sections 3 and 4 of the statue. 

FwfiA.— Defendants offer to carry asbestos material at established through joint rates to eastern 
points from stations north of Chicago, including Milwaukee; and by denying such rates on like ship- 
ments from Summerdale, an intermediate station, and exacting higher rates thereon, they subject 
complainant to undue prejudice in its competition with other dealers for the sale of asbestos articles 
and shipment thereof to eastern localities. 

/^f/M.— Notwithstanding the contention that higher rates are lawfully in force on shipments from 
Summerdale than from Milwaukee and other more distant points to eastern localities, it appears that, 
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under the tariffs \d force over defendants' through line, the rates from Summerdale were actually the 
same as those from more distant stations, including Milwaukee, at the time a lets than carload lot of 
asbestos pipe coverings was shipped by complainant from Summerdale to Lima, O. Held, That in 
failing to apply the through Milwaukee division rates from Summerdale on such shipment the defend- 
ants acted contrary to the requirements of section 6 of the Act, and that complainant is entitled to 
recover the overcharge. 

5fxM.— Apparently the rates on carload shipments to the east from Summerdale should be aa low 
as those in force to the same destination from Milwaukee, but as carload lots take somewhat different 
routing than less than carloads from Summerdale, and the evidence as to carloads was not specific, no 
opinion on that branch of the case is expressed, and complainant is granted leave to apply for further 
hearing. 



George L. Castle 

V. 

Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company. 
Decided November 29, 1899. 

First. —Common carriers are bound by every principle of justice and of law to accord equal rights 
to all shippers who are entitled to like treatment, both in the receiving of supplies and the shipment 
of their products, and a carrier who under any pretext whatsoever grants to one shipper an advantage 
which it denies another violates the spirit and thwarts the purpose of the law. 

Second.— Comp\a,inznt alleged that defendant had unjustly discriminated in rates and facilities for 
the transportation of sand against him and in favor of his competitors, but the evidence was not suffi- 
cient to show breach of legal duty on the part of the defendant, and the complaint was dismissed with- 
out prejudice. 



George Tileston Milling Company 

v. 
Northern Pacific Railway Company. 

City of St. Cloud, Minn. 

V. 

Northern Pacific Railway Company. 
Decided November 29, 1899. 

Firs/.— R^W lines between St. Paul and Duluth are part of lake and rail routes to New York, and 
such lines, operating under through rates with the lake carriers, cannot be heard to set up water car- 
riage as competition via the lakes, in excuse of the rates which they themselves make in furtherance 
of that competition. 

5tf^<7n</.— Competition between railways does not, in and of itself, create dissimilarity in "cir- 
cumstances and conditions," but it is a factor which may and perhaps ought to be taken into account 
in cases arising under the fourth section of the statute. The question is largely one of fact, and ia in 
each particular instance whether, in view of all the facts surrounding that individual instance, the 
circumstances and conditions are so dissimilar as to justify the greater charge for the shorter distance: 
and in deciding this question the interests of all parties, the carrier as well as the public, must be con- 
sidered. Citing Interstate Commerce Commission v. Alabama Midland R. Co, 168 U. S. 144, 42 L. 
ed. 414, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep. 45. 

Third.— TYiQ fact that one competing carrier has the long line does not create a dissimilarity in 
circumstances and conditions which justifies it in disregarding the rule of the fourth section, while 
competing short lines are bound by that rule. To permit the carrier by the long line to meet lower 
competitive rates at a more distant point without making as low rates from intermediate stations, 
while its competitors are obliged in all cases to make no higher charge from intermediate points on 
their lines, would place those competitors at the mercy of such long-line carrier. When a carrier 
comes into the field of competition, whether it be as the long or as the short line, It comes subject to 
the same limitation as every other competitor. 
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Fourih.^To allow one carrier to meet the rates of its competitors until it is found to Iiave done 
something more than meet such rates does not constitute a workable basis, for the causes which lead 
to rate fluctuations are so intangible, often resting upon mere suspicion, that any attempt to deter- 
mine in an individual case what those causes were, would ordinarily be futile; and to enforce such a 
ttie would stifle that competition which the Act to Regulate Commerce was intended to secure. 

Fifth. —Lower rates are in effect by the defendant and other lines on flour and other traffic from 
St. Paul, Minneapolis, Anoka, Elk Rirer, Princeton and Milaca, Minn., than from St. Cloud, Minn., 
to eastern points; and on coal and other west-bound freight the rates from eastern points are higher to 
St. Cloud than to the other points specified. The disparity in rates against St. Cloud greatly preju- 
dices that city, millers, merchants and consumers in that locality, and producers of grain in the 
section surrounding St. Cloud in comparison with the other places mentioned and competing millers 
and dealers therein. The defendant competes over a long line with three other rail lines between 
Daluth and other Lake Superior points and St. Paul and Minneapolis for traffic to and from the east, 
and St. Cloud is an intermediate point on its line; but it carries only an insignificant amount of such 
competitive traffic. In entering upon such competition it accepted the rates of its competitors, but 
being engaged in the traffic it is able to control the through rate equally with the other competing 
lines, and of all these lines only the defendant makes a higher charge to or from any intermediate 
point. Held^ upon consideration of the whole situation, that defendant carries this business from and 
to St. Paul, Minneapolis, Anoka and Elk River "under substantially similar circumstances and con- 
ditions" with those existing in case of business to and from St. Cloud, and that the higher rates to and 
from St. Cloud, the intermediate point, are in violation of the fourth section. 

5<.rM.— Allowing railway competition, such as is shown in this case, to constitute an exception to 
the rule of the fourth section, would permit throughout the whole country the making of higher rates 
to or from intermediate points, thereby disarranging business conditions and producing endless dis- 
criminations which do not now exist. Such application of the long and short haul clause was not 
ntended by the Act. and it should not be permitted in due consideration of the interests of all parties 
concerned. 

Seventh.— \ rate can seldom be considered "in and of itself." It must be taken almost invari- 
ably in relation to and in connection with other rates, for the freight rates of this country, both upon 
different commodities and between different localities, are largely interdependent, and it is because 
they do not bear a proper relation to one another, rather than that they are absolutely either too low 
or too high, which most often gives occasion lor complaint. 



D. K. Spillbrs & Company 

V. 

Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company. 
Decided November 29, 1899. 

Defendant instructed its agents to disregard the regular published tariff rates to Gallatin, and to 
charge the lower combination of rates to and from Nashville. It also had this rule of applying com- 
bination rates when less than tariff rates in force at other stations on its line. Instructions to that 
effect were issued in a separate printed circular, and did not appear, nor were they referred to in any 
way, upon its regular published tariffs. Held^ That this practice is unlawful, and that, to be in com- 
pliance with the Act, any rule which operates to alter, modify or change established rates must be 
fully and clearly set forth upon the published tariffs of rates and charges to be affected thereby. 



Trades League op Philadelphia 

V. 

Philadelphia, Wilmington & Baltimore Railroad Company; New York, Philadelphia & 
Norfolk Railroad Company; Norfolk & Western Railway Company; and Southern 
Railway Company. 

Decided December 8,- 1899. 

Iron pipe fittings shipped in cases from northern points to southern territory take second-class 
rates, bat if shipped in casks, barrels or kegs a special iron rate, lower than the slxth-clais rate, is 
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applied on any quantity. The barrel package is cheaper than the case, except when the quantity is 
insufficient to fill a barrel; but when that happens a keg can be used for packing, with bat little incon- 
venience or additional expense, and the lower special iron rate is thereby secured. The choice is 
wholly with the shipper to pay the higher rate on fittings in cases or the lower rate on fittings in kegs 
or barrels. Such a classification does not operate of itselt to aid dishonest shippers in underbilling 
goods of greater value, and the opportunity for false billing would not be lessened by giving the 
special iron rate to pipe fittings packed in cases. No ground of distinction appears in this respect 
between pipe fittings and numerous other articles included in the special iron list and taking higher 
rates when packed in boxes, and reclassification of all these other commodities is not warranted by the 
facts in this case. Held^ That the defendant carriers have not exceeded the limits of their discretion 
in placing iron pipe fittings packed in cases in a higher class than iron pipe fittings packed in kegs or 
barrels, and that such action is not unreasonable or otherwise in violation of the Act to Regulate Com- 
merce. 



In the Matter op the Application op Certain Rail-^ 

ROAD Companies FOR A Further Extension OP Time tv-.^ ^w.,-^^ *^,^ — -./Ac /^im 

WITHIN WHICH to COMPLY WITH THE PROVISIONS OF }- ^ /!,„™^ ,«i, '^"''"^ /rww 

THE Safety Appliance Act, so called. Approved | January /, tqoo. 

March 2, 1893. j 

Decided December 21, 1899. 

ORDER. 

Upon the facts and considerations above set forth it Is ordered— 

First.— 1\i%x the period within which the petitioning carriers before mentioned shall comply with 
the provisions of sections i and 2 of the act of March 2, 1893, be, and the same is hereby, further 
extended for seven months from January i, 1900; that is to say, until August i, 1900. 

Second.— T\i9^\. the said extension of seven months from January i, 1900, be, and the same is 
hereby, granted to all other common carriers engaged in interstate commerce by railroad within the 
United States. 

Dated Washinton, D. C. , December ai, 1899. 

By the Commission. 

Edw. a. Moseley, 

Secretary. 



Savannah Bureau of Freight & Transportation; O'Brien & Carter; Coleman & Mc- 
Colskey; Bullock Bros.; O. L. Williams; Robert Melton & Co.; E. M. Godwin; 
Coleman & Hayes Bros.; White & Williams; and J. N. Daniel 

V 

Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company; Florida Central & Peninsular Railroad 
Company; Savannah, Florida & Western Railway Company; Charleston & Savannah 
Railway Company; Alabama Midland Railway Company; Clyde Steamship Company; 
Ocean Steamship Company of Savannah, Ga. 

Decided January 8, 1900. 

/iW/.— Complainants alleged that defendants' rates on sugar and other commodities from New 
York to Chipley and other points in Florida were unlawful as compared with the rates for the greater 
distances to Pensacola, Mobile and New Orleans, but the evidence was insufficient to warrant a 
conclusion. 

Second.— l^^Xz^ charged over defendants' line on bacon and other commodities from Savannah, 
Ga., to stations In Florida on the L. & N. R. R. were not shown to be unlawful in comparison with 
rates on like traffic to those stations from New Orleans or Pensacola. 

7)*fr//.— Defendants' rate on uncompressed cotton from stations in Florida on the L. & N. R. R. 
to Savannah was $2.75 per bale at the time of hearing, when complaint was filed, and for some years 
prior thereto, but subsequent to the hearing this rate was increased SS cents to 13.30 per bale. The 
rates to Mobile and New Orleans were, and still are, respectively, $2. 00 and $2. So per bale. Held^ 
That the rate of $2.7$ per bale to Savannah was not unlawful, but that the whole advance of ss cents 
was unlawful, and any higher rate on such cotton to Savannah than the former difference of 2S cents 
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per bale above the rate in force from the same stations to New Orleans violates section i and 3 of the 
statute. 

Fourth.— 'K carrier cannot lawfully establish and maintain an adjustment of rates which in practice 
prevents shippers on its line from availins^ themselves of a principal market, which they have long 
been using, and confers a substantial monopoly upon a new market in which, for reasons of its own, 
it has greater interest . 

Fifth. ^ViYien a carrier makes rates to two competing markets which give the one a practical 
monopoly over the other because it can secure reshipments from the favored locality and none from 
the other, it goes beyond serving its fair interest, and disregards the statutory requirement of relative 
equality as between persons, localities and particular descriptions of traffic. 

Sixth. —If a railroad company cannot secure other than an unreasonably low share of a joint rate 
to a seaport on another road, it may be justified in declining to join in such a rate, especially when it 
can take the traffic to a seaport reached by its own road; but a carrier engaged in transportation over 
the through line finds no such justification when it is able to secure for itself a share of the joint rate 
which fully equals the rate established by it for purely local service over like distances on its own road. 

Seventh.— 'TXi^ L. & N. Co. makes certain local rates on rosin and turpentine from stations on its 
P. & A. division in Florida to Pensacola, Fla., and it joins with connecting carriers in making certain 
through group rates from the same stations to Savannah, Ga. For its service to the junction point 
the L. & N. exacts shares of the through joint rates to Savannah which greatly exceed its purely local 
rates for like distances to Pensacola, while the shares accepted by its connecting carriers are reason- 
ably low. Upon consideration of all the facts and circumstances, —^<f/</, (x) That the shares of the 
L. & N. Co. in the through rates to Savannah are unreasonable and unjust and operate to make the 
entire through rates unlawful under sections i and 3 of the Act in comparison with the rates to Pensa- 
cola. (2) That rates on rosin and turpentine from such P. & A. division stations to Savannah should 
be adjusted to the rates to Pensacola by adding to the local rates of the L. & N. Co. for the distance 
to Pensacola which is nearest to the distance from each station to River Junction, the present share 
accepted by the carriers to Savannah from River Junction; provided, however, that on shipments of 
turpentine to Savannah from stations east of Mossy Head the L. & N. Co. should have more than its 
local rate for the like distance to Pensacola, and that such rate should be determined by adding a 
differential of 6 cents to the L. & N. rate from Sneads to Pensacola, the carriers east of River Junction 
accepting their present share from such stations east of Mossy Head. 



Pennsylvania Millers' State Association 

V. 

The Philadelphia & Reading Railway Comp.any et al. 
Decided the 8th day of October, 1900. 

First.— It is well settled that a railway company whose road is wholly within the bounds of a single 
state, * 'when it voluntarily engages as a common carrier in interstate commerce by making an arrange- 
ment for a continuous carriage or shipment of goods and merchandise, is subjected, so far as such 
traffic is concerned, to the regulations and provisions of the Act to Regulate Commerce. " Interstate 
Commerce Commission v. Detroit^ G. H. 6» M. R. Co. , 167 U. S. 649, 42 L. ed. 309, 17 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
986; Cincinnati, N. O. 6* T. P. R. Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 162 U. S. 184, 40 L. ed. 
935. S Inters. Com. Rep. 391, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 700; The Daniel Ball, 10 Wall. S6S. 566, si*b nom. 
The Daniel Ball v. United States, 19 L. ed. 1002. 

Second.— Thert is no violation of section 2 of the Commerce law shown in this case in the a/Z/f^r^- 
/i<7n of the rule allowing 96 hours for unloading cars at Philadelphia; neither is there any violation of 
that section in the facts, that on all other commodities beside those to which the 96-hour rule is applied, 
only 48 hours are allowed at Philadelphia, and on coal, coke, pig iron and iron ore 72 hours are allowed 
at interior points, while only 48 hours are allowed on other traffic at interior points. Section 2 prohib- 
its unjust discrimination in * 'the transportation oialihe kind 0/ traffic," and does not apply where the 
traffic is of different kinds or classes not competitive with each other. 

Third.— The rule of section 4 of the law, forbidding the greater charge for the shorter than the 
longer haul, has no application to this case. That rule is based on distance and relates to the actual 
transportation charges and not to demurage charges, which are in the nature of charges for storage in 
cars of the carrier. (Interstate Commerce Commission v. Detroit G. H. ^ M, R. Co. 167 U. S. 644, 
42 L. ed. 309, 17 Sup. Ct. Rep. 986.) If. however, such demurra/e charges when added to transpor- 
tation rates result in greater aggregate charges in certain cases than in other cases involving longer 
hauls, this may constitute undue preference as between different localities under section 3. 
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Fourth.— H the time allowed at Philadelphia or other terminals, for loading or unloading is reason- 
able and that allowed at interior points is unreasonably small, then an undue prejudice to interior 
points in violation of section 3 of the law might result; and, if demurrage charges are made to com' 
mence before the expiration of a reasonable time for loading or unloading, this may be in violation of 
the provision of section i of the law, which directs ' 'that charges made for any service rendered or to 
be rendered in the transportation of passengers or property, or in connection therewith, or for the 
receiving, delivering, storage, or handling of such property, shall be reasonable and just." 

/^</M.— While it is held by the Supreme Court in Intsrstate Commerce Commission v. Cincinnati^ 
N. O. 6* T. P. R. Co. 177 U. S. 479. 42 L. ed. 243, 17 Sup. Ct. Rep. 896, that the Commission has no 
power to prescribe rates, * 'maximum, minimum, or absolute," the Commission may order the carriers 
to "desist from the continuance of an unlawful practice." {Interstate Commerce Commission v. East 
Tennessee^ V. 6*6. R. Co. 8$ Fed. Kep. no). The Commission may therefore alter investigation 
find a particular rate to be unlawful and prohibit the exaction of that rate, or find the time allowed for 
loading or unloading unlawful, or, in other words, unreasonably small, and forbid the charging of 
demurrage at the expiration ot that time and before the expiration of a reasonable time. 

Sixth. — It is held that 48 hours is an unreasonably small allowance of time for unloading where any 
portion of it has to be consumed in attending to the preliminaries necessarily antecedent to the actual 
process of unloading, and it is ordered that as to grain, flour, hay, and feed consigned to and deliverable 
at interior points in the territory of the Philadelphia Car Service Association, the defendants cease and 
desist from charging demurrage until the expiration of a reasonable time for unloading after the cars 
have been placed for unloading and notice of such placing has been given the consignee or other proper 
party. It is further held that 48 hours will be a reasonable time for the actual unloading. 

Seventh .—hy.seciion 1 of the law, storage is named as a "service in connection" with transporta- 
tion, and the charges therefor are required to be ' 'reasonable and just. " The schedule of rat^ 
required by section 6 of the law to be printed, posted and filed with the Commission should state, 
among other terminal charges, the rules and regulations, if any, of the carrier in relation to storage; 
and the Commission has so ordered. 



DIGEST OF DECISIONS OF SUPREME COURT 



DIGEST or DECISIONS 



OF THE SUPREME COURT REFERRING TO MATTERS AFFECTING 

RAILROADS. 



CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE— COUPLING CARS. 

Even if a brakeman was not guilty of contributory negligence by violating a rule requiring use of 
a stick in coupling, the question of such negligence is for the jury, be having placed his hand between 
the drawheads of two cars, holding the link without a stick, and failing to notice the slow movement 
back of one of the cars. Baldwin v. Chicago Great Western Railway Co. . 109 Iowa, TSs; 81 N. W. Rep. 
160. 



EMINENT DOMAIN— RAILROADS— DEFENSES— DEPOSIT WITH SHERIFF— PARTIES— ADMISSIONS—PLEAD 

ING— TRIAL. 

A railroad company's payment of the amount awarded a landowner for condemnation of right of 
way through his land to the sheriff, without payment to the landowner, is no defense to an action by 
the landowner against the company for restitution of the premises on its failure to pay the same. 

Code 1873, section i3S7. authorizing proceedings to condemn property for a railroad right of way, 
provides that, ' *on the trial of an appeal, no judgment shall be rendered except for costs; the amount 
of damages shall be ascertained and entered of record, and, if no money has been paid or deposited 
with the sheriff, the corporation shall pay the amount so ascertained or deposit the same with sheriff 
before entering on the premises." Hdd^ that where a railroad company on an appeal from an award, 
was adjudged to pay the award to the clerk of the court within thirty days except any sum paid by it to 
the sheriff after the condemnation, and the sheriff, to whom it paid the original award, was ordered 
forthwith to pay into the hands of the clerk the money so paid to him, such judgment operates only to 
give defendant thirty days within which to make payment, and for the sheriff to turn over the balance, 
and hence compliance therewith was no defense to the landowner's action for restitution of the prem- 
ises on the sheriff's failure to pay. Burns v. Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines Railway Co. , no 
Iowa, 385; 81 N. W. Rep. 794. 



NEGLIGENCE. 



It is negligence for a railway company to maintain a stock chute in such close proximity to passing 
cars as to endanger the lives of brakemen in using the ladders on the side of the cars. Keist v. Chicago 
Great Western Railroad Co no Iowa, 33; 81 N. W. Rep. 181. 



RAILROADS— INJURIES— AT CROSSINGS— FLAGMAN -EXCESSIVE SPEED— SIGNALS— SPECIAL 

VERDICT— EVIDENCE . 

In action for injuries received at a railroad crossing, the court withdrew from the jury, for lack of 
evidence, the charge of speed in excess of six miles an hour, as fixed by ordinance, the claim that the 
bell was not ringing and that there was no one on the rear of the train, which was being pushed, to 
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give warning, and left the jury to determine whether, under all the circumstances, the speed was dan- 
gerous, whether proper signals were given, and whether it was negligence not to have a flagman at 
the crossing. In answer to the question, what negligence "caused or contributed to the accident?*' 
the jury replied, "Should have a flagman." Held, that, as the jury may have considered the rate of 
speed and failure to give signals in determining whether failure to have a flagman contributed to the 
injury, the recovery for plaintifl could not be said to be based alone on the fact that there was no flag- 
man: 

Where, to a question, "In what tone of voice did you speak to him?" a witness who bad testified 
that he had "hollered" to plaintiff, approaching a crossing, to warn him of danger, replied, "O I hol- 
lered pretty loud so that anybody could hear it, " the striking out of the last six words of the answer 
was not prejudicial, the fact remaining that he had "hollered pretty loud." 

To prove that plaintiff, injured at a railroad crossing, could have seen the approaching train, a 
witness, who was on the nearest box car of the train, testified he saw plaintiff's driver, who appeared 
to be looking at him; that the driver and wagon were in plain view, ' 'and he certainly could have seen 
the tops of the cars." Heldy that the striking out of the words quoted was not prejudicial. Slaats v. 
Chicago Great Western Railroad Co., no Iowa, soa; 8i N. W. Rep. 457* 



RAILROADS— KILLING STOCK— FAILURE TO FBNCE— BVIDBNCB. 

Under Code 1873, section 1289 (code section aoSS), providing that any corporation operating a railway 
and failing to fence the same against live stock ronning at large, where the right to fence exists, shall 
be liable to the owner of any stock killed or injured "by reason of the want of such fence," failure to 
fence the track where the right exists does not create an absolute liability to the owner of stock killed 
or injured at such place, but such owner must show that the want of such fence caused the injury. 

The prima Jacie case made by the plaintiff when he has shown the injury to bis stock, and want of 
a sufficient fence at a point where the right to fence exists, is rebutted when his evidence clearly 
shows that the stock went on the railroad track through an open gate in defendant's fence, for which 
it was not responsible. 

In an action for the killing of stock on defendant's railway track, where the right to fence existed, 
evidence ol admissions made after the accident by defendant's section foreman as to the previous con- 
dition of the fence at that point was properly excluded as being no part of the res gestae. Norman t. 
Chicago & North- Western Railway Co., no Iowa, 283; 81 Iowa, S97- 



HAILROADS— INJURY TO CATTLE ON TRACK— CATTLE-GUARDS— EVIDENCE. 

Where a cattle-guard on a railway was so filled with sand that there was a path across it that might 
be readily traveled by cattle, and cattle crossed and were injured on the right of way, the railway 
company is liable, without regard to what induced cattle to go there, so long as the owner was not in 
willlul fault. 

Under Code 1873, section 1288, making a railway liable for damages sustained by reason of Hi 
neglect to construct and maintain cattle-guards at crossings, the railway is liable for all damages sus- 
tained by reason of such neglect, and it is only for the injured party to prove such neglect. 

While testimony, in an action to recover for cattle killed on a railway, that gravel must have fallen 
from the cars onto the cattle-guards, and had not been cleared oft, and that an animal could walk across 
it, should have been stricken, it was not prejudicial error to refuse to do so, since it was immaterial 
how the sand and gravel got on the cattle-guard. Pothast v. Chicago Great Western Railway Com- 
pany, no Iowa, 4S8; 81 N. W. Rep. 693. 



t 

RAILROADS— FIRE SET. BY SECTIONMBN. 



A Are set by sectionmen in burning the grass along a railroad right of way is not set out or caused 
by operating a railway, so that, in an action for damages sustained from allowing said fire to escape, 
the burden is cast on defendant to show its freedom from negligence In allowing the fire to escape and 
in failing to put it out, under Code 1873, section 1289, providing that, in an action for damages from a 
fire set out or caused by the operating of any railway, it shall only be necessary for plaintiff to prove 
injury to, or the destruction of, his property. Connors v. Chicago & North-Western Railway Company, 
82N. W. Rep. 9S3. 
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WORKMEN ON RAILROAD— PERSONAL INJURY—NEGLIGENCE. 

Where a workman on a railroad track, on an earth embankment, the sides of which began to slope 
at the end of the ties of the two tracks thereon, stepped back from the north track, out of the way of 
the train thereon going east, onto the south track and was struck by the engine of a train going west on 
that track, the enfi^ines having passed xoo feet east of that point, the persons in charge of the west 
bound train cannot be held to have been negligent after his peril was, or by the exercise of care, should 
have been, known to them, they having given the danger signal when he was seen to approach their 
track, as, if he stepped backward in time to have crossed their track before their engine reached that 
point they had a right to presume that he would cross it, and if be did not step back in time to cross 
it, they did not have time in which to avoid the accident after his peril was, or could have been known. 

A workman on an earth embankment just wide enough for the two railroad tracks on it, with only 
sufficient space between them for safe passage of cars, but down the north side of which he could have 
gone to a place of safety, continued at bis work of scattering cinders (no foreman being present) til) 
a train thereon going east was near him, when, without looking, he stepped back on the south, and 
was struck by the train thereon going west; the engines having passed lOO feet east of that point. 
Heldy that be was guilty of contributory negligence, notwithstanding a rule of the company that 
"trackmen must keep close watch of passing trains, and, when anything wrong is discovered, imme- 
diately signal the engineer or trainmen, and use every efiort to stop the train." Fisk v. Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railway Company, 8a N. W. Rep. 931. 



RAILROADS— ACCIDENT AT CROSSING— CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE. 

Plaintifi, in approaching a railroad crossing, stopped his team and looked and listened, when 100 
feet from the track. He then sat down, with bis back to the north, and drove slowly down a descent 
CO the track. There was an embankment which obstructed his view of the track till withih twenty 
feet of it. His attention was largely taken up with the bad condition of the road and he did not notice 
a train coming from the north till the team was going on the rails, and he was struck and injured. 
Held^ not sufficient to show contributory negligence, as a matter ot law, and that the question was 
properly submitted to the jury. 

Evidence of witnesses who were near a train at the time of an accident at a crossing, that they 
heard neither the whistle nor bell till the train passed the crossing, is not merely negative but is suf- 
ficient to show that the proper signals were not given. Mackrall v. Omaha & St. Louis Railway Com- 
pany. 82 N. W. Rep. 97S. 



DAMAGES— UNDERGRADE PASSAGE— INSTRUCTION. 

An agreement by a railway company with the owner of land on purchasing a right of way recited 
that such railway company would build a bridge on the line of its road and furnish an undergrade 
crossing for plaintiff to a spring on said land. Such passageway was built and used by plaintiff and 
his predecessors for twenty-six years, when the bridge was replaced by another leaving a narrower 
passage. Hdd^ in an action for damages that a refusal to instruct that if the passageway was narrow, 
so that it did not conform to the passageway theretofore used, plaintiff might recover, was not erro- 
neous, since the agreement did not call for a passage of any particular width, and the new passage 
was ample for teams and stock. Olver v. Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway Company, 
83 N. W. Rep. 609. 



RAILROADS-FARM CROSSINGS— CHANGE— ADVERSE POSSESSION. 

Under Code, section 3022, providing that, when any person owns land on both sides of any railway, 
the company shall, when requested so to do, make, and keep in good repair, an adequate crossing, at 
such reasonable place as may be designated by the owner, a crossing so built may be changed by the 
company for the purpose of avoiding danger, fire, and of accident to passing trains, though used by 
the land owner more than ten years. 

Where a railroad company having the right to change a crossing built under Code, section 2022, 
providing that, when any person owns land on both sides of any railway the company shall, when 
requested so to do, make, and keep in good repair, an adequate crossing, at such reasonable place as 
may be designated by the owner, requested the land owner to designate a place for a crossing, and he 
refused to do so, he cannot complain in an equity suit of the company's failure to give him an adequate 
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crosEiDg, but may complain to the railway commissioners, or, by action of mandamus, secure an 
adequate crossing at a place designated by him. 

The owner of land on both sides of a railway is not entitled, as a matter of law, to an under-cross- 
ing, under Code, section 2022, requiring the railway to construct proper crossings, etc. in the absence 
ot peculiar conditions, since grade crossings are the rule in this state. Schrimper t. Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and St. Paul Railway Company, 82 N. \V. Rep. 9x6. 



MASTER AND SERVANT- [N JURY TO EMPLOYE-RAILROADS— DERAILMKNT OF TRAINS— DEFECT IN TRACKS. 

In an action against a railway company for injuries occasioned by the derailment of an engine, 
evidence that the accident occurred "at a cattle-guard at the end of a switch, and was caused by the 
cattle-guard being low, and the timbers in it rotten, causing it to sink under the weight of the engine, 
and the pilot to strike the guard-rail and move the switch, is sufficient to require the submission of 
the case to the jury. Bach v. Iowa Central Railway Company, 83 N. W. Rep. 9S9. 



RAILROADS— INJURY TO ANIMALS— NOTICE BY OWNER TO RAILROAD— DAMAGE— VARIANCE BETWEEN 

NOTICE AND FACTS. 

Code 1873, section 1289, provides that if a railway corporation neglects to pay the value of stock 
which is killed on its road where such corporation failed to fence its right of way within thirty days 
after notice in writing, accompanied by an affidavit of such destruction, has been served on an agent 
in the employ of the corporation in the county where the destruction was committed, such owner shall 
be entitled to double the value of the stock killed. Plaintiff's mare was killed by defendant company 
at a point where defendant failed to fence the road, and plaintiff served notice on defendant with 
affidavit saying, that on a certain date, at a certain point, defendant's train killed one bay horse, four 
years old, of a certain value, while a stock report which he filled out and filed at defendant's request, 
stated that a bay mare five years old, of the same value was killed, but on a different date, and in the 
petition he asked to recover for one bay horse, killed on or about the time set out in the first affidavit, 
and of the same value. He testified that one animal only had been killed, and that it was a bay mare 
four years old. Held^ that the defendant was sufficiently advised to put it on inquiry, which if pur- 
sued, would have lead to a discovery of the facts concerning plaintiff's claim, notwithstanding the vari- 
ance between plaintiff's claim, affidavits and evidence, and hence plaintiff can recover double the value 
of the animal. Brammer v. Wabash Railroad Company, 83 N. W. Rep. 1048. 



RAILROAD— DEPOT GROUNDS— EASEMENT -DEED - ADVERSE POSSESSION— LIMITATIONS— LAND— RECOV- 
ERY— ACTION. 

Where a tract of land was conveyed "subject to all rights of .way over said property," such right of 
way did not include a portion of such tract claimed by a railroad company as depot grounds. 

Where a tract of land was surveyed, staked and platted by defendants, in their private plat tK>ok, 
•as a part of their right of way and depot grounds, such action did not constitute a claim of right on 
which adverse possession could be based. Mead v. Illinois Central Railway Company, 84 N. W. 
Hep. 979. 



EMINENT DOMAIN— RAILROAD RIGHT OF WAY— DAMAGES— ABANDONMENT OP RIGHT OF WAY~ 

EFFECT. 

Code, section 201S, provides that the right of way of a railroad shall revert to the owner of the land 
from which it was taken when the road has not been used or operated for eight years Section aoi6 
authorizes another corporation to enter on such abandoned road, and acquire title to the right of way, 
after the first company has failed to use it for five years; but declares that parties who have previoasly 
received compensation therefor shall not be entitled to a second compensation unless the original had 
been refunded, but that the compensation should be assessed for the benefit of the former com. 
pany. A right of way was taken over certain lands and compensation paid therefor, by a corporation 
which constructed a railroad thereon, which it afterwards abandoned and failed to operate for over 
eight years, when the right of way was acquired by condemnation by defendant company. The com- 
pensation received by the owner of the land was never refunded, and the land was sold to plaintiff 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 385 

before defendant acquired the right of way. Held, that plaintiff could not recover compensation of 
the defendant company for the taking of the land. Remey et cU, v. Iowa Central Ry. Co., 83 N. W. 
Rep. I0S9. 

ACCIDENT AT CROSSING— CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE— TRRSPASSER . 

Where the street was blocked by a freight train of the defendant company, and plaintiff was told 
by the breakman to pass through, that he had plenty of time, and in attemptinsr to do so was injured, 
such statement of the brakeman was binding on the company. 

Where plaintiff was injured by climbing through a freight train which blocked his path, after 
assurance by the brakeman of defendant that he had plenty of time, the fact that he was a trespasser 
did not relieve the defendant from liability. Scott v. St. Louis & N. W. K. Co. , 83 N. W. Rep. 8x8. 



RAILROADS— FKNCES INJURIES TO LIVE STOCK— DAMAGE. 

Where a railroad which crossed a stream near a highway, which it also crossed, fenced its right 
of way up to the bridge and connected the fence with the bridge, so that cattle could not go on the 
track, but could pass over the right of way under the bridge, it was not liable in double damages 
for injury to plaintiff's cattle which passed under the bridge and on to the highway, when they were 
injured by defendant's trains, as Code, section aoSS, allowing such damages to be recovered from any 
corporation, operating a railway and failing to fence the same, "requires the track, and not necessa- 
rily the right of way, to be fenced. " Cagwin v. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co. , 84 N. W. Rep. 1032. 



RAILROADS— CROSSINGS— ACCIDENT— INJURY— STOCK— FAILURE TO GIVE SIGNALS. 

The failure to observe the statutory regulations requiring a locomotive approaching a crossing to 
sound its whistle and ring its bell is negligence, which will warrant a recovery for cattle injured by the 
failure so to do, as such statutes are not solely fo/ the protection of human beings. Graybill v. Chi- 
cago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 83 N. W. Rep. 946. 



CARRIERS OF FREIGHT— LIABILITY— LIMITATION— FRAUD. 

The limitation in a contract of shipment of a horse, of the carrier's liability to lioo, the "released 
value of the horse" named in the contract, rendering the contract void, under Code, section 2074, pro- 
viding no contract shall exempt a railway from liability of a common carrier which would exist had no 
contract been made, fraud of the shipper in making representation to secure a cheaper rate of freight 
will not prevent his proving the full value of the horse. Lucas v. B., C. R. & N. Ry. Co., 84 N. W. 
Rep. 673. 



CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

A city ordinance permitting a street railway company engaged in interstate commerce under 
franchises granted by the city to make discrimination in rales in favor of residents of the city against 
residents of another state is unconstitutional, because it conilicts with the interstate commerce clause 
of the federal constitution. State €X tel Bump v. Omaha & C. B. Ry. & Bridge Co., 84 N. W. Rep. 

983. 



COMMON CARRIERS— BAGGAGE— EXEMPTION FOR LIABILITY. 

Where plaintiff knew of a regulation of defendant railroad company forbidding their baggagemen 
to receive jeweler's sample cases for transportation as ordinary baggage, without the execution of a 
bond to release the company from liability in case of loss, he could not recover for the loss of such 
samples, though defendant's own agent induced its baggageman to receive the samples without the 
bond. 

Code, section 2074, declaring that no railroad shall exempt itself from liability as a carrier by any 
contract, does not apply to a rule that a company's baggageman should not receive jewelers' sample 
cases for transportation as ordinary baggage unless the owner had secured a permit from the com 
pany. Webber v. Chicago, St. P., M. & O. Ry. Co. 84 N. W. Rep. 1042. 
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The Board insert the following case in full, as it has important bearing on many cases coming 
before it of a similar character: 



Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis "^ 
Railway Company, Plaintiff in Error, 



V. 

People of the State op Illinois ex rel. Thos. 
M. Jett. 



, Interstate commerce — statute requiring- passen- 
' ger trains to stop at county seat. 



The requirement that all regular passenger trains must stop at county seats, which is made by the 
Illinois act of March 21, 1874, section 26, constitutes a direct burden upon interstate commerce in 
violation of the United States Constitution, so far, at least, as that statute requires through interstate 
passenger trains to stop at such stations when adequate train service has been provided for local traffic . 

[No. 198.] 
Argued and Submitted March /6, tqoo. Decided April 30, iqoo. 

In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Illinois to review a decision affirming a judgment 
awarding a mandamus to compel a railroad company to stop passenger trains at a county seat. 
Reversed. 

See same case below, 175 111. 359, 51 N. E. 842. 

Statement by Mr. Justice Brown: 

This was a petition for a writ of mandamus filed in the circuit court for the county of Montgomery, 
by the state's attorney for that county, to compel the defendant railway company, which for several 
years past has operated, and is now operating, a railroad from St. Louis, Missouri, through the 
county ot Montgomery and the city of Hillsboro, the county seat of such county, to Indianapolis, 
Indiana, to stop a regular passenger train designated as the * 'Knickerbocker Special, " at the city of 
Hillsboro, a sufficient length of time to receive and let off passengers with safety. 

The petition was based upon section 26 of an act ol the General .Assembly of Illinois, entitled 
* *An Act in Relation to Fences and Operating Railroads," approved ^arch 21, 1874, which reads as 
follows: 

' 'Every railroad corporation shall cause its passenger trains to stop upon its (their) arrival at each 
station advertised by such corporation as a place of receiving and discharging passengers upon and 
from such trains, a sufficient length of time to receive and let off such passengers with safety: 
Provided, all regular passenger trains shall stop a sufficient length of time at the railroad stations of 
county seats to receive and let off passengers with safety. " 

The answer of the railroad company averred that the company furnished four regular passenger 
trains each way a day, passing through and stopping at Hillsboro. and that they amply accommodated 
the travel, and afforded every reasonable facility to such city; that the Knickerbocker Special was a 
train especially devoted to carrying interstate transportation between the city of St. Louis and the 
city of New York; that the travel between these cities had grown to such an extent that it had become 
necessary to put on a through fast train, which connected with other similar trains on the Lake Shore 
and New York Central roads, and that it was necessary to put on this train because the trains there- 
tofore run, none of which had ever been taken off, could not, by reason of stopping at Hillsboro and 
other similar stations, make the time necessary for eastern connections, or carry passengers from St. 
Louis to New York within the time which the demands of busine«8 and interstate traffic required; that 
the Knickerbocker Special is not a regular passenger train for carrying passengers from one point to 
another in the state of Illinois, such traffic being amply provided for by other trains, and that the 
Knickerbocker Special is used exclusively for interstate traffic from and to points without the state of 
Illinois; that it is not subject to regulation by the statute of Illinois providing that all trains shall 
stop at all county seats, and that to subject it to the statutes of the various states through which it passes, 
requiring it to stop at county seats, would wholly destroy the usefulness of the train, and would impede 
and obstruct interstate commerce, and that obedience to the statute in question would require it to 
abandon the train. 

A demurrer to this answer was sustained, and the defendant electing to stand upon it as a full 
defense to the petition, a final judgment was rendered and a peremptory writ of mandamus awarded 
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against the defendant. On appeal to the supreme court of the state this judgment was affirmed. 
Whereupon the railway company sued out a writ ot error from this court. 

Messrs. John T. Dye and George F. McNuIty for plaintiff in error. 

Messrs. E. C. Akin, C. A. Hill, and B. D. Monroe for defendant in error. 

Mr. Justice Brown delivered the opinion of the court: 

Few classes of cases htfve become more common of recent years than those wherein the police 
power of the state over the vehicles of interstate commerce has been drawn in question. That such 
power exists and will be enforced, notwithstanding the constitutional authority of Congress to regulate 
such commerce, is evident from the large number of cases in which we have sustained the validity of 
local laws designed to secure the safety and comfort of passengers, employes, persons crossing rail- 
way tracks, and adjacent property owners, as well as other regulations intended for the public good. 

We have recently applied this doctrine to state laws requiring locomotive engineers to be examined 
and licensed by the state authorities (Smith v. Alabama, 124 U. S. 46s, 31 L. ed. S08, 8 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
564), requiring such engineers to be examined from time to time with respect to their ability to dis- 
tinguish colors (Nashville, C. & St. L. R. Co. v. Alabama, 128 U. S. 96, 32 L. ed. 3Sa, 2 Inters. 
Com. Rep. 238, 9 Sup. Ct. Rep. 28), requiring telegraph companies to receive despatches and to 
transmit and deliver them with due diligence, as applied to messages from outside the state (Western 
Union Telegraph Co: v. James, 162 U. S. 650, 40 L. ed. iioS, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 934), forbidding the 
running of freight trains on Sunday (Hennington v. Georgia, 163 U. S. 299, 41 L. ed. 166, 16 Sup. Ct. 
Rep. 1086), requiring railway companies to fix their rates annually for the transportation of passengers 
and freight, and also requiring them to post a printed copy of such rates at all their stations (Chicago 
& N. W. R. Co. V. Fuller, 17 Wall. 560, 21 L. ed. 710), forbidding the consolidation of parallel or 
competing lines of railway (Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Kentucky, 161 U. S. 677, 40 L. ed. 849, 16 Sap. 
Ct. Rep. 714), regulating the heating of passenger cars, and directing guards and guard posts to be 
placed on railroad bridges and trestles and the approaches thereto (New York, N. H. & H. R. Co. 
V. New York, 165 U. S. 628, 41 L. ed. 853, 17 Sup. Ct. Rep. 418), providing that no contract siiall 
exempt any railroad corporation from the liabilty of a common carrier or a carrier of passengers, 
which would have existed if no contract had been made (Chicago, M. & St. P. R. Co. v. Solan, 169 
U. S. 133, 42 L. ed. 688, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep. 289), and declaring that when a common carrier accepts for 
transportation anything directed to a point of destination beyond the terminus of his own line or ronte 
he shall be deemed thereby to assume an obligation for its safe carriage to such point of destination, 
unless at the time of such acceptance such carrier be released or exempted from such liability by con- 
tract in writing, signed by the owner or his agent. Richmond & A. R. Co. v. R. A. Patterson 
Tobacco Co. 169 U. S. 311, 42 L. ed. 759, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep. 33s. In none of these cases was it thought 
that the regulations were unreasonable or operated in any just sense as a restriction up6n interstate 
commerce. 

But for the reason that these laws were considered unreasonable and to unnecessarily hamper com- 
merce between the states, we have felt ourselves constrained, in a large number of cases, to express 
our disapproval of such as provided for taxing, directly or indirectly, the carrying on or the profits cf 
interstate commerce. We have also held to be invalid a statute of Louisiana requiring those engraved 
in interstate commerce to give all persons upon public conveyances equal rights and privileges in alj 
parts of the conveyance, without distinction or discrimination on account of race or color (Hall v. Oe 
Cuir, 9S U. S. 485, 24 L. ed. S47). another regulating the charges of railway companies for passen- 
gers or freight between places in different states (Wabash, St. L. & P. R. Co. v. Illinois, 118 U. S. 
S57i 30 L. ed. 244, i Inters. Com. Rep. 31, 7 Sup. Ct. Rep. 4), another requiring telegraph compa- 
nies to deliver dispatches by messenger to the persons to whom the same are addressed, so far as they 
attempted to regulate the delivery of such dispatches at places situated in another state (Western 
Union Telegraph Co. v. Pendleton, 122 U. S. 347, 30 L. ed. 1187, i Inters. Com. Rep. 306, 7 Sup. Ct. 
Rep. ii26),and still another forbidding common carriers from bringing intoxicating liquors into the 
state without being furnished with a certificate that the consignee was authorized to sell intoxicating 
liquors in the county (Bowman v. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co. 12S U. S. 46s, 31 L. ed. 700, i Inters. Com . 
Rep. 823, 8 Sup. Ct. Rep. 689, 1062). 

Several acts in Pari materia with the one under consideration have been before this court and 
have been approved or disapproved, as they have seemed reasonable or unreasonable, or bore more 
or less heavily upon the power of railways to regulate their trains in the respective and sometimes 
conflicting interests of local and through traffic. In the earliest of these cases (Illinois C. R. C^. v. 
Illinois, 163 U. S. 142, 41 L. ed. 107, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1096), the very statute of Illinois under con~ 
sideration in this case, as construed and applied by the supreme court of that state, was held to be an 
unreasonable restriction upon interstate traffic, in requiring a fast mail train from Chicago to places 
south of the Ohio river, over an interstate highway established by authority of Congress, to delay the 
transportation of its interstate passengers and United States mail by turning aside from its direct 
route and running to a station (Cairo) three and one-half miles away from a point on that route, and 
back again to the same point, before proceeding on its way; and to do this for the purpose of dis- 
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cbarinng and receiving passengers at that station, for whom the railroad company furnished other and 
ample accommodation. Said Mr. Justice Gray: **The state may doubtless compel the railroad com- 
pany to perform the doty imposed by its charter of carrying passengers and goods between its termini 
within the state. But so long, at least, as that duty is adequately performed by the company, the 
state cannot, under the guise of compelling its performance, interfere with the performance of para- 
mount duties to which the company has been subjected by the Constitution and laws of the United 
States," 

Upon the contrary, inGladson v. Minnesota, 166 U. S. 427, 41 L. ed. 1064, 17 Sup. Ct. Rep. 637, a 
state statute requiring every railroad to stop all its regular passenger trains running wholly within the 
state at its stations in all county seats long enough to take on and discharge passengers with safety 
was held to be a reasonable exercise of the police power of the state, even as applied to a train con- 
necting with a train of the same company running into another state, and carrying some interstate 
passengers as well as the mail. The case was distinguished from that of the Illinois C. R.Co. v. Illi- 
nois in the fact that the train in question ran wholly within the state of Minnesota, and could have 
stopped at the county seats without deviating from its course; and that the statute of Minnesota ex- 
pressly provided that the act should not apply to through trains entering the state from any other 
state, or to transcontinental trains of any railroad. Speaking of police regulations for the govern- 
ment of railroads while operating roads within the jurisdiction of the state, it was said that ' 'they are 
not in themselves regulations of interstate commerce; and it is only when they operate as such in the 
circumstances of their application and conflict with the express or presumed will of Congress exerted 
upon the same subject, that they can be required to give way to the paramount authority of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. " The railroad in this case was treated as a purely domestic corpora- 
tion, notwithstanding it connected, as most railroads do, with railroads in other states. 

In the most recent case upon this subject (Lake Shore & M. S. R. Co. v. Ohio, 173 U. S. 285, 43 
L. ed. 703, 19 Sup. Ct. Rep. 46s), a statute of Ohio providing that every railroad company should 
cause three of its regular trains carrying passengers, if so many are run daily, Sundays excepted, to 
stop at a station, city, or village containing over 3,000 inhabitants, for a time sufficient to receive and 
let off passengers, was held to be, in the absence of legislation by Congress upon the subject, con- 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States, when applied to trains engaged in interstate com- 
merce through the state of Ohio. In delivering the opinion of the court Mr. Justice Harlan observed: 
"The statute does not stand in the way of the railroad company running as many trains as it may 
choose between Chicago and Buffalo without stopping at intermediate points, or only at very large 
cities on the route, it in the contingency named in the statute the required number of trains stop at 
each place containing 3,000 inhabitants long enough to receive and let off passengers. It seems from 
the evidence that the average time required to stop a train and receive and let off passengers is only 
three minutes. Certainly the state of Ohio did not endow the plaintiff in error with the rights of a 
corporation for the purpose simply of subserving the convenience of passengers traveling through the 
state between points outside of its territory. * * * It was for the state to take into consideration all 
the circumstances affecting passenger travel within its limits, and as far as practicable make such 
regulations as were just to all who might pass over the road in question. It was entitled, of course, 
to provide for the convenience of persons desiring to travel from one point to another in the state on 
domestic trains. But it was not bound to ignore the convenience of those who desired to travel from 
places in the state to places beyond its limits, or the convenience of those outside of the state who 
wished to come into it. Its statute is in aid of interstate commerce of that character. It was not 
compelled to look only to the convenience of those who wished to pass through the state without stop- 
ping. " This case is readily distinguishable from the one under consideration, in the fact that the 
statute of Ohio required only that three regular passenger trains should stop at every station contain- 
ing 3,000 inhabitants, leaving the company at liberty to run as many through passenger trains exceed- 
ing three per day as it chose, without restriction as to stoppage at particular stations. In other 
words, it left open the loophole which the statute of Illinois has effectually closed. 

The question broadly presented in this case is this: Whether a state statute is valid which 
requires every passenger train, regardless of the number of such trains passing each way daily and of 
the character of the traffic carried by them, to stop at every county seat through which such trains 
may pass by day or night, and regardless also of the fact whether another train designated especially 
for local traffic may stop at the same station within a few minutes before or after the arrival of the 
train in question. 

The demurrer to the answer admits that the railway company furnishes a sufficient number of 
regular passenger trains (four each way a day), to accommodate all the local and through business 
along the line of the road, and that all of such trains stop at Hillsboro; that none of such trains have 
been taken off, and all of which ran prior 10 the putting on of the Knickerbocker Special still run and 
still stop at Hillsboro, and that they furnish ample and sufficient accommodation to all persons desir- 
ing to travel to and from that place; that the Knickerbocker Special was put on in response to an 
urgent demand on the part of the through traveling public from St. Louis to New York, and that it 
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was necessary, as the passenger trains theretofore used could not, by reason of stopping at way 
stations, make the time required for eastern connections, and if compelled to stop at county seats the 
company will be compelled to abandon the train, to the great damage of the traveling uub ic and to 
the railway company. 

It is evident that the power attempted to be exercised under this statute would operate as a 
serious restriction upon the speed of trains engaged in interstate traffic, and might in some cases, 
render it impossible for trunk lines running through the state of Illinois to compete with other lines 
running through states in which no such restrictions were applied. If such passenger trains may be 
compelled to stop at county seats it is difficult to see why the legislature .may not compel them to 
stop at every station,— 41 requirement which would be practically destructive of through travel, where 
there were competing lines unhampered by such regulations. While, as we held in the Lake Shore case, 
railways are bound to provide primarily and adequately for the accommodation of those to whom they 
are directly tributary, and who not only have granted to them their franchise, but who may have con- 
tributed largely to the construction of the road, they are bound to do no more than this, and may then 
provide special facilities for the accommodation of through traffic. We are not obliged to shut oar 
eyes to the fact that competition among railways for through passenger traffic has become very 
spirited, and we think they have a right to demand that they shall not be unnecessarily hampered in 
their efforts to obtain a share of such traffic. It is evident, however, that neither the greater safety 
of their tracks, the superior comfort of their coaches or sleeping berths, or the excellence of their 
tables would insure them such share if they were unable to compete with their rivals in the matter of 
time. The great efiorts of modern engineering have been directed to combining safety with the 
greatest possible speed in transportation, both by land and water. The public demand this; the rail- 
way and steamship companies are anxious in their own interests to furnish it, and local legislation 
ought not to stand in the way of it. 

With no disposition whatever to vary or qualify the cases above cited, neither the conclusions of 
the court nor the tenor of the opinions are opposed to the principle we hold to in this case, that, 
after all local conditions have been adequately met, railways have the legal right to adopt special pro- 
visions for through traffic, and legislative interference therewith is unreasonable, and an infringe- 
ment upon that provision of the Constitution which we have held requires that commerce between the 
states shall be free and unobstructed. 

While the statute in question is operative only in the state of Illinois, it is obnoxious to the criti- 
cism made of the Louisiana statute in Hull v. De Cuir. 9S U. S. 48s, 24 L. ed. S47. that "while it pur- 
ports only to control the carrier when engaged within the state, it must necessarily influence his 
conduct, to some extent, in the management of his business throughout his entire voyage. * * • 
If each state was at liberty to regulate the conduct of carriers while within its jurisdiction, the con- 
fusion likely to follow could not but be productive of great inconvenience and unnecessary hardship. 
Each state could provide for its own passengers and regulate the transportation of its own freigh t 
regardless of the interests of others." The distinction between this statute and regulations requir- 
ing passenfi^er trains to stop at railroad crossings and drawbridges, and to reduce the speed of trains 
when running through crowded thoroughfares; requiring its tracks to be fenced, and a bell and 
whistle to be attached to each engine.signal lights to be carried at night, and tariff and time tables to be 
posted at proper places, and other similar requirements contributing to the safety, comfort, and 
convenience of their patrons,— is too obvious to require discussion. Railroad Commission Cases 116 
U. S. 307, 334, sud nom. Stone v. Farmers. Loan & T. Co. 29 L. ed. 636, 645, 6 Sup. Ct. Rep. 334, 
388. 1191. 

We are of opinion that the act in question is a direct burden upon interstate commerce, and ike 
judgment of the supreme court of the state of Illinois must therefore de reversed^ and the case 
remanded to that court for further proceedings not inconsistent with this opinion. 

Mr. Justice Brewer and Mr. Justice Shiras concurring: 

We concur in this judgment on the proposition that the act of the legislature of Illinois, whether 
reasonable or unreasonable, wise or foolish, is, as applied to the facts of this case, an attempt by the 
state to directly regulate interstate commerce, and, as such attempt, is beyond the power of the 
%i?i\.e.— Supreme Court Reporter, Vol. 20, p. 722. 
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Amendment to Iowa Classification No. ii 101, 102, 119 

Ames, J. E. Duncanof, v. C. &N.-W. Ry. Co., requirement of lease for sight 2x4 

C. G. Lee of, v. C. & N -W., farm crossing i57 

Ames & College Railway Co.— 

Officers, directorir and mileage of 321 

Anita, Geo. Thurman of, v. C. , R. I. & P., goods lost in transit iS9 

Antrim, Wm., Randolph, v. C., B. &Q. Ry. Co., insufficient drainage 187 

Arthurs, C. H., Oakland Mills, v. St L., K. &N.-\V., improper construction of ditch 132 

Assets AND Liabilities, current, of railroad companies 277, 279 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway— 

Officers, directors and mileage of , 322 

Auburn, John Garnatz of, v. 111. Central, undergrade farm crossing 149 

Aurora, Zera Knapp, v. C. G. W., condition of depot platform 14& 

Citizens of, V. C. G. W., train service iia 

Automatic Couplers, cars equipped with, number of 292, 293 

Comparative table of 9 

Discussed S 

BAGGAGE, stolen from depot, who responsible for— 

Pikcnbrock V. C.,M. &St. P 155 

Baxter, township trustees of, v. C. G- W., dangerous highway crossing 131 

Bayfield, condemnation of depot grounds by B., C. R. & N 84 

Beacon, Eckroat, John of, v. C., R I. &P.. overcharge (interstate) 133 

Beck, W. J. R., Ft. Madison v. St. L. , K. & N.-W., train connections iSi 

Becker & Cheever, Hardy, v. B., C. R.& N. , train service iii 

Beech, A. A. Collins v. C. , M. &St. P. Ry. Co., cattle-guards 214 

Bblmond, M. S. Paige of, v. M., C. &F. D., flagman at crossing 154 

Benson, Lee Canfieldof, V. I. C. R. R Co. , failure to sell ticket 165 

Bbvbns, Mrs. Ida S., Redding v. C. , B. & Q., undergrade farm crossings 202 

Bicycle, right of private party to use same on railroad tra^k, inquiry, L. W. Hobbe, Hampton... 172 

Blockading Streets by Standing Trains— see Obstruction of Street 

Bonds ON Railroad Properties 224,22s, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231 
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Bonds and Stocks Owned ^30, ^31 

Bonds AND Stock PER Mile 299 

Boone Countx condemnation of additional right of way by C. & N.-W. Ry 87, 89 

BoYER, A. F. Meyer of, I. C. R. R. Co., failure to fence 187 

BoYLAN, C. F. , appointed clerk of Board 10 

Brakes, train, comparative table of 9 

Branch Line, train service of — see Train Service. 

Bridges, trestles, htsrhway, railway and farm crossings 390 

Britson, L. a., Roland, v. Iowa Cent. Ry. . site for lumber house 210 

Britt, Northwestern Iowa Grain Co. of, v. C. R., G. & N.-W. Ry. , elevator site at Woden S4 

Brown, W. S. , Manson, v. 1. C. Ry. C, overcharge 186 

Brown, NV. S., Manson, v. 111. Central, failure to furnish cars '. 148 

Brownell, H., Keokuk, v. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co., refusal to send cars oif line 181 

Brubaker, B. F., Orillia, v. C. G. W. Ry. Co., farm crossing 184 

Burkhalter, a. C, Rockwell City, v. C, M. &St. P., farm crossing iSS 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway Co.— 

Officers, directors, and mileage 325 

Condition of platform at Waterloo 216 

Burlington & Northwestern Railway Co.— 

Officers, directors, and mileage 366 

Burlington & Western Railway Co.— 

Officers, directors, and mileage 367 

Butler County, condemnation depot grounds by D. &. S. C. Ry 83 

Buttles, C, Corwith, v. Iowa Cent. Ry. Co., undergrade farm crossing 198 

* 

CABOOSE cars, accommodations for passengers on— 
Weston, W.W.et. al., v. C. & N.-W 167 

Calhoun County, supervisors of, v. G. &N.-W. , highway crossing 1S2 

Calhoun County Supervisor V. Gowrie & N.-W. Ry. Co.. construction of crossing 176 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C, B. & Q. Ry. Co., damage 162 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C. B. &Q. Ry. Co., shortage in weights 200 

Canfield, Lee, Benson, v. I. C. R. Co., failure to sell excursion tickets 16$ 

Capital Stock OF Railway Company 222,223, 230 

Carpenter, E. E., Omaha v. C, M. & St. P. etal., joint rates 127 

Car Mileage 307 

Cars, number of in Iowa, comparative table 9 

Number of equipped with automatic couplers and train brakes, comparative table . 9 

Number of in train 307 

Refusal to furnish— see Refusal to Furnish Cars, 

Refusal of one company to allow its own to be transferred to any other line— see Refused to 
Send Cars Off Own Line. 

Cases Closed BY Correspondence 105 

Cash and Other Assets of Railroad Companies 277 

Castana. a. E. Stow ol, v. Chicago & N.-W. Ry. Co., overcharge * 163 

Cattle-Guards for Private Crossing— see Crossing Farm. 

Cedar Falls, John Deadrick of, v. C. &N.-W. Ry. Co etal., crossing. 206 

Cbdar Rapids. S. L. Collins, Oil Tank Line v. C, M. & St. P. , refusal to switch 120 

Cedar Rapids, Garner & Northwestern Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 326 

Cedar Valley, citizens of, v. B. , C. R. &. N. , petition for stockyards 129 

Center viLLB, road supervisor of, v. Iowa Central, highway crossing 134 

Chariton, G. J. Gittingerof, v. C. B. & Q. Ry. , highway crossing sio 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 330 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway Comp.\ny— 

Officers, directors and mileage 327 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Dbs Moines Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 334 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines Railway v. Jefferson county condemnation 190 

Chicago Great Western— 

Officers, directors and mileage 336 

Chicago Great Western Railway Company v. John Kennedy, condemnation 2x0 
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Chicago, Iowa & Dakota Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileagre 33i 

Chicago & North- Western Railway— 

Officers, directors and mileagre 343 

Chicago & North- Western Railway Company v. Joseph Fielding Bros, et al., condemnation. 163 
Chicago & North- Western Railway— 

W. W. Weston et al. , v., failure to provide toilet rooms 167 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway— 

Officers, directors and mileage 338 

Homick Milling Company v.. Spur Track 188 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway— 

Officers, directors and mileage 341 

West Liberty v. , Condemnation 186 

Chicago, St. Paul Minneapolis & Omaha Railway— 

Officers, directors and mileage 346 

Chillicothe, Citizens of, v. C, B. & Q. Railway company train service 168 

Churdan, Otta .'\. Wahl of, v. C. M. &St. P. Railway company, loss of goods 181 

Classification OF Freights, action of Commissioners in ...loi. loi, 119 

Cleveland, John Jarvis of, v. C, B. & Q. Ry. Co. overcharged 203 

Coal, tons of, used by railroads in Iowa 315 

Coin, M. M. Lewis of, v. Omaha & St. L. Ry. Co., condition of fencing ao2 

Collins, A. A. Beech, v. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co., cattle-guard 214 

Collins, S. L., Oil Tank Line, Cedar Rapids, v. C. M. &St. P., refusal to switch 120 

Commerce, what constitutes state and interstate 7 

Commissioners V. M. C. & Ft. D. Ry. Co., station building i7S 

Commissioners, decisions of 13 

Commissioners, National Conventionof 6 

Comparative Statistics 8 

Complaints, number of, increased 3 

Decided by the Commissioners 13 

Closed by correspondence 105 

Condemnation Proceedings FOR Additional Right op Way 4 

Bayfield, by B. C. R. & N 84 

Boonecounty, by C. & N.-W. Ry 87, 89 

Black Hawk county for depot grounds, by C. G. W 210 

Butler county by Dubuque and Sioux City (HI. Cent ) 83 

Carroll county, by C. & N.-W 163 

Des Moines, by Des Moines Union Ry 84 

Estherville, depot grounds at, by M . & St. L 205 

Greene county, by C. &N.-W. Ry 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 163 

Jefferson county, for depot grounds in by C. Ft. M. & Des Moines 190 

Laurens, by Gowrie and N.-W. Ry., for additional depot grounds at Laurens 163 

Marsh station, by Iowa Central 82 

Storm Lake, by M. & S. L. R. Co.. v. C. M. & St. Paul R. Co., for station at 144 

West Liberty, by B. C. R. & N 83 

West Liberty, for depot grounds at, by C. . R. I. & P 186 

Construction of Railways, cost of 234 

Consumption OF Fuel BY Locomotives IN Iowa 3^5 

Cook, A. E. Malvern, v. C. B. & Q., et al, Union depot 134 

Cooper, A. G. , Ottosen, v. B. , C. R. & N. Ry. Co., overcharge 183 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek R. Co., switching charge 13 

Corey Coal Co , Lehigh, v. I. C. R. Co. , failure to furnish cars 174 

Cornelia, Johnson Bros & Co.. v. M. C. & Ft. D. Ry. Co., petition for depot i73 

CoRWiTH, C , Buttles of , V. Iowa Central Ry. Co., undergrade farm crossing 198 

Cost of Road AND Equipment 234 

Cost, average, to move freight and passengers— see Mileage Traffic, 

Coupling Cars, employes injured by, comparative table 9 

Couplers, automatic 5 

Comparative table of 9 

Critchfield, J.W., Lucas, v. C. B. & Q. Ry. Co., overcharge 207 

Crooked Creek Ry. & Coal Co., officers, directors and mileage 349 
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Crossings, Farm, Arthurs, C H., Oakland Mills, v. St L. K. & N. W 132 

Beech, A. A , Collins, V. C, M. & St. P.. cattle-guards 214 

Bevans, Mrs. I. S., Redding. V C. B. & Q., undergrade aoa. 

Brubaker.B F., Orillia,v. C. G. W., undergrade 184 

Burkhalter, A C, Rockwell City, v. C. M.&St. P., cattle-guards for 155 

Buttles, C , Corwith, v. Iowa Central, undergrade 196 

Dalliner, Simon, Mt. Pleasant, V. C, B. & Q.. undergrade 213 

Deadrick, John. Cedar Falls, V. C & N.-W., et al. , undergade 206 

Edge, H. M., Tipton, V. B., C. R. & N., undergrade 12s 

Erickson, A. M., Marathon, V. C. . M. & St. P., undergrade 137 

Garnatz, John, Auburn, V. Illinois Central, undergrade 149 

Griffin, John, Hedrick, V. C , M. & St. P. .petition for 189 

Haynes, S., Cummings, V. C. G. W., undergrade 174 

Holmes, Winslow, and Chas. H. Wise, v. C. & N.-W., with cattle guards 115 

Howard, John S., Sac City, v.C M. & St. P. .asking additional, 142 

Irwin, Mrs. J. S., Tama, V. C. & N.-W 209 

Lamb, Lindsey, What Cheer, v. C. &N.-W., undergrade 192 

Lee C. G., Ames, V. C. & N.-W. , overhead 1S7 

Longman, A . , Logan, v . Ft Dodge & Omaha, undergrade 217 

McGonegle, James, Delmar, v.C, M. & St. P., relocation of 191 

May, James M. , Russell, v. C. B. & Q., outlet to highway 117 

Miller. J. H., Foster, v. C, M. & St. P., to reach highway 184 

Obye, Louis, v. C. & N.-W., undergrade loS 

Peek, J. W., Truro, v. K. & W., ordinary farm crossing 112 

Sackrider, Daniel, Maquoketa, v.C, M. &St. P., undergrade 135 

Schwab, Louis, Morning Sun, v. Iowa Central, undergrade .. 19S 

Sconce, W. F., Delphos, v. C, B. & Q. , undergrade 207 

Stouffer, G. H., Marshalltown, v. C. G. W., 162 

Stubbs, Hedrick, v. B. & W., improper condition of 206 

Taylor, W. L. , Sibley, v. B., C. R. & N., undergrade 193 

Wacker, Henry, Logan, v. Ft. D. &0., location of 147 

Walsh, J. H. , Dickens, v. C, M. & St. P., bridge across bayou 160 

Westbrook, D. H., Letts, v M., N. &S. R. R. Co., undergrade S7 

Decree of Louisa county district court 66 

Crossings, Highway and Street. Baxter, Twp. Trustees of, v. C G. W. , dangerous 131 

Belmocd, M. S. Paige of, v. M. C & Ft. D. , flagman for street 154 

Calhoun County. Board of Supervisors of, v. G. &N -W., improper construction 1^2 

Centerville, B. F. Kendig of, v. Iowa Central, improper condition of 134 

Chariton. G. J. Gittinger of. V. C. B. & Q., establishment of 210 

Davenport, Township Trustees of. v. C, R. I. & P. .dangerous 118 

Dundee, Arthur Lee of, V. C. G. W., establishment of 208 

Fayetie, Joe Fockler of, V. C, M. & St P., dangerous 126 

Kossuth County, R. A. Lyons of, v. C & N.-W ! 178 

Marshalltown, D. W. Hayne of, v. C G. W., repair of 205 

Muddy, H. C Wetter of , v. G. &N.-W., improper construction of 176 

Richards, W. R. Owens of , v. 111. Central, excavation adjacent to, 20S 

Russell, town of, v. C, B. & Q. , request for establishment of 204 

Russell, J. L. , Wertsof, v. C. B. & Q., sidewalk on street 157 

Wall Lake, Township trustees of, v. C &N.-W., refusal to bridge stream, etc 141 

Wall Lake, John Johnson et al of, v. Illinois Central, overhead 216 

Crossings, highway and farm, discussion of 3 

Undergrade, replaced by stone construction 3 

Under or overhead, encouraged by board 4 

Highway, railway and farm, number of 290 

Crystal Lake, Spencer Grain Co. v. B. , C R. & N. , termination of lease for elevator site 215 

Cummings, S. Haynes of, v. C. G. W. R'yCo., undergrade farm crossing 174 

Cunningham, T. C etal. . Vinton, v. B., C. R. &N., request for through freight service 211 

DALLINER, SIMON, Mt. Pleasant, v. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway Company- 
Crossing 213 

Damage, on account of delay in transit— see Delay in Transit. 
By fire— see Fire set out by Engine. 
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Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern Railway Company, mileage 349 

Township trustees of, V. C. R. I. & P., highway crossing 118 

Dawson, E. A., re-elected commissioner 10 

Dbadrick, John, Cedar Falls, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co. et at ., crossing ao6 

Debt OF Railroad Companies 224, 225, 226, J27. m8, 229, 230, 231 

Decisions of Commissioners 13 

Iowa supreme court, digest of, affecting railroads 379 

Interstate commerce commission, digest of 369 

Defiance, C. A. Hobartof, v. C, M. &St. P. R'y Co., failure to deliver cars 175 

Delay in Transit, Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C, B. & Q 162 

Hobart, C. A. . Defiance, v. C. , M. & St. P., car of coal ^ i7S 

Roberts, Virgil, Knoxville, v. C. , B. & Q. , in nursery stock 191 

Delmar, James McGonegle of, v. C, M. &. St. P. R'y Co., farm crossing 191 

DsLPHOS, W. F. Sconce of. v. C, B. & Q. R'y Co., undergrade crossing.... 207 

Dennis, J. B., Traer, V. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co. Depot kept open 217 

Depot, Union— Malvern, crossing of C. , B. &Q. and O. & St. L 134 

Des Moines Union Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 351 

Mennig&Slater of, V. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co., overcharge 202 

Condemnation of depot grounds by Des Moines Union Ry 84 

Dickens, J. H , Walsh of, V. C, M. & St. P. farm crossing 160 

Digest OF Decisions OF Interstate Commerce Commission 369 

Digest OF Decisions OF Iowa Supreme Court 379 

Dike, Townsend & Merrill of, v. C. &N.-W. Ry. Co., site for lumber yard 2x4 

Directors AND Officers OF Railway Companies 319 

Discrimination in Furnishing Cars— see Refusal to Furnish Cars. 
Discrimination in Use of Stockyards— see Stockyards. 

Dividends Declared During THE Year 222 

Downey, citizens of , v. C, R.I. & P., petition for night agent 114 

Drainage- 

Antrim, Wm., Randolph, v. C, B. &Q., insufficient 187 

Arthurs, C. H., Oakland Mills, vs. St. L., K. &N.-W., improper construction of ditch.... 13a 

Wall Lake, Township Trustees of, v. C. &N. -W., diversion of natural stream 141 

Dubuque & Sioux City Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 3So 

Dubuque, E. B. Pikenbrock & Sons, v. C. , M. & St. P., loss of baggage iSS 

Duncan, J. E., Ames v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co. , requirement of lease for site 214 

Dundee, Arthur Lee of, r. C. G. W. Ry. Co., street crossing 208 

Durettb, J. H. , Randolph v. Tabor & N. Ry. Co., imperfect condition of scales 210 

EARNINGS OF RAILROAD PROPERTIES IN IOWA 244. 24S, 246, 247 

Entire line 248, 249, 2S0, 251, 252 

See also Income. 

Earnings IN Iowa, comparative table of 8 

Earnings Per Train Mile— see Mileage Traffic. 

EcKROAT, John, Beacon, v. C. , R. I. & P., overcharge, interstate 133 

Edge, H. M. , Tipton, v. B., C. R. & N. , undergrade farm crossing 12s 

Elmore, R. A. Lyons of, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., highway crossing 178 

Employes, number injured coupling cars and falling from trains, comparative table 9 

Employes and Salaries in Iowa 282, 283, 284, 28s, 286, 287, 288, 289 

Entire lines 289 

Employes, railroad in Iowa, number and compensation of, comparative table 9 

Equipment, cost of 234 

Equipment, list of, and description 292, 293 

Erickson, a. M.Marathon, v. C. , M. & St. P., undergrade farm crossing 137 

EsTHSRViLLE, Farmers' Association of, by A. F. Lough v. B. , C. R. & N., elevator site 119 

Estherville. J. M. Groves of, M. &St. L. Ry. Co. Condemnation 20s 

Excessive Rates— see Rates, 

Excursion Tickets, failure ro sell as advertised— Canfield, Lee, Benson, v. Ill Central i6s 

EXPENSES: operating, in Iowa 254, 255. 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, 261, 262 

Entire line 264, 265, 266, 268, 269, 270, 271. 272, 27s 

Expenses, operating, in Iowa, comparative table of 8 
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Expenses of Running and Management op Train— see MiUctge Traffic. 

Express Companies 5 

FAILURE TO FENCE RIGHT OF WAY— see Ftutng. 
Failure to Furnish Cars— see Refusal to Furnish Cars. 

Falling From Cars, numberof employes injured, comparative table 9 

Farmers' Association, Estberville v. B., C. R. &N., site for elevator 119 

Farnhamville, C. B. Reinhart of, v. C. &N.-W. Ry. , discrimination 179 

Fayette, Joe Fockler of, v. C. , M & St. P , daofferous highway crossing 116 

Fencing— Lewis, M. M. . Coin v. O. & St. L. , condition of on riglit of way ao2 

Meyer, A. F. Boyer, v. 111. Central, Failure to fence 187 

Parsons Bros , Luray, v. C. G. W., improper condition riarlit of way 312 

Fenton, J. P. Howe of, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., overchargre— interstate 221 

Fielding Bros., Chicago & N.-W Ry. Co. v. Condemnation 163 

Fire Set Out by Engine— Ring, S. E. . Mapleton, v. C. & N.-W., meadow and fence destroyed. 190 

Fitzpatrick, E. J., ct al.. Cedar Valley, v. B. , C. R. & N., stockyards 129 

Flagman at Street Crossing — ^see Crossing, Highway. 

Fockler, Job, Fayette, v. C. , M. &St. P. , dangerous highway crossing ia6 

Forest City, Seibert Bros. & Co., v. B.,C. R. & N. Ry. Co., site for elevator 196 

Ft. Dodge, City of, v. M. & St. L. et al. , viaduct 67 

Ft. DopGE, F.J. Parr of, v. B., C. R. & N. , overcharge in passenger fare 130 

Ft. Madison, W. J. R. Beck of, v. St. L., K. &N.-W., train connections 151 

Foster, J. H. Miller of, v. C. , M. & St. P. Ry. Co., farm crossing 184 

Fowler Co., the, etal., Waterloo, v. C. G. W. & Illinois Central, petition for Y 80 

Freight, tons carried, and earnings— see Mileage Traffic. 

Fuel, tons of, consumed by locomotives in Iowa 315 

Funded Debt— see Bonds. 

GALBRAITH, EDWARD. Webb, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., failure to furnish cars 219 
Garnatz, John, Auburn, v. III. Central, undergrade farm crossing 149 

George, W. P., Kelley, v. C. &N.-W. Ry. Co., inaccessibility of track 186 

GiTTiNGER. G. J., Chariton, v. C, B. & Q. Ry. Co., highway crossing 210 

GowRiB, S. E. Weitzell of, v. C.,R. I. & P. Ry. Co. , refund of fare 180 

(jRAY, W. E. , county attorney, Rockwell City. v. G. & N.-W., highway crossing 152 

Graybill, D. R., Massena, v. C, B. &Q , discrimination in furnishing cars 160 

(iRBENE County, condemnation of additional right of way by C. & N.-W. Ry 85, 86,87,88,89, 90 

Griffin, John, et al. , Hedrick, v. C. , M. & St P. Ry. Co., farm crossing 189 

Groves, J . M., v. M. & St. L. Ry. Co., condemnation 205 

H.AMILTON, J. A. & CO., Algona, v. Iowa Central et al , application for Y 156 
Hampton, L. W. Hobbe of, v , inquiry 172 

Hardy, Becker & Cheever of, B., C. R. & N., train service iii 

Haul, average, of freight— see Mileage Traffic. 

Hayne, D. W., Marshalltown v. C. G. W. Ry. Co., repair of highway crossing 205 

Haynbs, S. , Cummings V. C. G. W. Ry. Co., undergrade farm crossing 174 

Hedrick, John Griffin et al. v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co , farm crossing 189 

Hedrick, Stubbs of, v. B. & W. Ry. Co , condition of farm crossing 206 

Hbrndon, Carl Wind of, v. C, M.&St. P. Ry. Co. , obstructing street 201 

HoBART, C. A., Defiance v. C. , M. & St. P. Ry. Co., failure to deliver cars 175 

Hobbe, L. W., Hampton v , right to use of railroad track by bicycle 172 

HoLLiSTER Lumber Co. , Manchester v. I. C. Ry. Co. , overcharge 172 

Holmes, Winslow, Lohrville v. C, & N.-W., farm crossing .♦ 1x5 

Hornick, J. D. Morris of, v. C , M. & St. P. Ry. Co., concerning cars 213 

HoRNiCK Milling Co. V. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. , building spur track 188 

Howard John S., Sac City, v. C, M. & St. P. , farm crossing 142 

Howe, J. P., Fenton v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., overcharge— interstate 221 

Hubbard, accidental. onC. &N.-W. Ry., report of Board concerning 13 

ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY (Dubuque & Sioux City)— 
Oliicers, directors and mileage 350 

Improvements ON Railroads in Iowa 4 
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INCOMR FROM OpBRATION OF RAILWAYS IN lOWA 236, 237, 338, 339 

Eotire line 240, 241, 242, 243 

See also Earnings 

Income, Miscellaneous 232 

Interest Paid ON Funded Debt 225 

Interlocking Switch Systems Approved by Board — 

Hinton, crossing of D. & S. C and S. C. & N 90 

Sabula, drawbridge on C. , M. & St. P. over Mississippi river 91 

Independence, crossing of III. Cent, and B. , C. R. & N 91 

Cedar Falls, crossing of 111. Cent, and B., C. R. & N 92 

Iowa Falls, crossing of 111. Cent, and B. , C. R. & N 1 92 

Herndon, crossing of C , M. & St. P. with branch line of same company 93 

Tama, crossing of C, M. & St. P. and C. & N. W 93 

Mclntyre, crossing of C. G. W. and Winona & Western 93 

Ackley, crossing of. 111. Cent, and Iowa Cent 94 

Ute, crossing of C. & N.-W.andC. . M. &St. P 94 

Marathon, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C, M. & Si. P 95 

Mason City, crossing of C. & N.-W. and Iowa Cent 95 

Lake Mills, crossing of C. & N.-W. and M. &St. L 96 

Elberon, crossing of C. &N. W. and C, M. & St P 96 

Albla, crossingof Wabash and C. , B. & Q 97 

Mason City, crossing of C. & N. Wand M. C. & C. L 97 

Rockwell City, crossingof 111. Cent, and C. , M. & St. P 98 

Estherville, crossingof M. & St. L. and B., C. R. & N 98, 99 

Reinbeck, crossingof C. & N. W. and C. G. W 99 

Fonda, crossingof C. , M. & St. P. and III. Cent 99 

Arion, crossingof C, M. & St. P , III. Cent, and C. & N.-W 100 

Dumont, crossingof C. & N. W. and C G. W 100 

Wheatland, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C. M. & St. P 101 

Interlocking Switch Systems, list of in Iowa 5 

Interstate Commerce, what constitutes 7 

Interstate Commerce Commission, syllabi of decisions of 269 

Iowa Central Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 352 

Iowa Central & Western Railroad Company— 

Mileage 36s 

Iowa Northern Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 354 

Irvington, O. D., Ranks of, v. C. & N.-W. , failure to furnish cars 141 

Irwin, Mrs. J. S., Tama, v. C. & N. W.-Ry. Co., farm crossing 209 

JEFFERSON COUNTY, Chicago, Ft. M. & Des Moines Ry. Co., condemnation 190 
Jbrvis, John, Cleveland, C. , B. & Q. Ry. Co., overcharge 203 

Johnson Bros. & Co, Cornelia, v. M. C. & Ft. D. Rv. Co., petition for depot 173 

Johnson, John, et al. , Wall Lake, r. I. C. R. R. Co., highway crossing 216 

Johnson, John A., etal.. Wall Lake, v. C.&N.-W. , highway crossing, etc 141 

Joint Rates S 

Carpenter, E. E. , v. C. , M. &St. P., et al 127 

KANSAS CITY, ST. JOE & COUNCIL BLUFFS- 
Officers, directors and mileage 332 

Kelley. W. p.. George, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., inaccessibility of track 186 

Kendig, a. J., Shannon City, v. Wells, Fargo & Co. et al., transfer % 165 

Kendig, D. F. , Centerville, v. Iowa Central, highway crossing 134 

Kennedy, John, C. G. W. Ry. Co. v., condemnation 210 

Keokuk, H. Brownell of, v. C, R. I. & P. Ry. Co., refusal to send cars off line 181 

Keokuk & Western Railway Company— 

Officers, dirctors and mileage 355 

Kerschner, E. a., Kirkwood, v. C. , R. I. & P., establishment of station 140 

Kirkwood, E. A. Kerschner, v. C.,R. I. & P., establishment of station 140 

Knapp, Zera, Aurora, v. C. G. W., condition of depot platform 148 

Knoxville, Virgil Roberts of, v. C. , B. & Q. R'y Co. , delay in shipment 191 
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LAMB. LINDSAY, What Cheer, v. C. & N.-W. R'yCo.. undergrrade crosslni. 192 
Leasb required by railway company for sites 214 

Lee, Arthur, supervisor, Dundee, v. C. G. W. R'y Co. , street crossing ao8 

Lee, C. G., Ames, v. C. & N.-W., farm crossing 157 

Lehigh, Corey Coal Co. of, r . Croolced Creek Railroad Co. , switching charge 13 

Lehigh, Corey Coal Co. v. I. C. R'y Co., failure to furnish cars 174 

Letts, D. H. , Westbroolc of, v. M. N. & S. R. R. Co., undergrade farm crossing 57 

Leverton, John W., Abbott, v. Iowa Central R'y Co. , failure to furnish cars x6i 

Lewis, Dwight N., appointed secretary of board 10 

Lewis, M. M., Coin, v. Omaha & St. L. R'y Co., condition of fencing 203 

Liabilities and assets, current, of railroad companies 277, 279 

Logan, Henry Wacker of, v. Ft. D. & O., farm crossing 147 

Logan, A. Longman of , v. I. C. R'y Co. , undergrade farm crossing 217 

LoHRViLLE, J. C. Onan of, v. C. M. &St. P. R'y Co., discrimination 175 

LoHKViLLE, Winslow Holmes and Chas. H. Wise of, v. C. & N.-W., farm crossing xxs 

LoHRViLLB, Louis Obye v. C. & N.-W., undergrade farm crossing 105 

Longman, A., Logan, v. Ft. D. & O. R'y, undergrade crossing 217 

Loss IN Transit— 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C, B. &Q., of grain.. aoo 

Piekenbrock, E. B. &Sons, Dubuque v. C, M. &St. P., baggage iSS 

Thurman, George, Anita, v. C, R. I. & P. , windmill vane 1S9 

Wahl, Otto A.,Churdan, vC, M. & St. P., bale of cotton 181 

LouGH, A. F. , Estherville, for Farmers Association v. B. ,C. R. &N. , elevator site 119 

Lucas, C. W. Critchfield of, v. C. , B. & Q. Ry. Co., overcharge, 207 

LuRAY, Parson Bros, of, V. C. G. W. Ry. Co. , condition of fences 212 

Luther, J. A. Moyersof, v. C. . M. & St. P., refusal to furnish cars 137 

Lyons, R. A. , Elmore, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. highway crossing 178 

MALVERN, A. E. Cook of, V. C. , B & Q. et al., Union Depot 134 
Manchester, HoUister. Labor Commissioner of, v. I. C. R. Co., overcharge 172 

M ANSON, W. S. Brown, v. 111. Central, failure to furnish cars 148 

M ANSON, W. S. Brown of, v. I. C. R. R. Co. , overcharge.. 186 

Mapleton, Mrs. S. E. Ring of, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., damage 190 

Maquokbta, Daniel Sackrider, v. C. , M. &St. P 135 

Marathon, A. M Erickson of, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade farm crossing 137 

Marshalltown, D. W. Hayneof, v. C. G W. Ry. Co. , repair of crossing 205 

Marshalltown, G. H. Stouffer of, v. C. G W. Ry. Co.. farm crossing 162 

Marshalltown & Dakota Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 324 

Marsh Station, additional depot grounds at, condemnation by Iowa Central 82 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 356 

Mason City ik. Ft. Dodge Railway Co.. Commissioners v., station building 175 

Massena, D. R. Gray bill of, v. C. , B. &Q., discrimination in furnishing cars 160 

May, James M, Russell, v. C, B. & Q. , farm crossing X17 

McGonegle, James, Delmar, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., farm crossing 191 

McKay, F. D., Adel, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., overcharge 200 

Mennig & Slater, Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P. Ry. Co., overcharge 202 

Meyer, A. F., Boyer, v. I. C. Ry. Co., failure to fence 187 

Mileage in iowa, comparative table of 8 

Mileage, of railway companies 319 

Mileage OF Roads, entire lines and in Iowa 280, 281 

Mileage of Loaded and Empty Freight Cars- see MiUage Traffic, 

Mileage Traffic, statistics of, in Iowa 294, 296, 297, 298, 299, 300, 301 

Entire lines 302, 303, 304, 305, 306, 307 

Miles of Road, in Iowa 281 

Entire lines 280 

Miles Run BY Trains, entire lines 306 

Miles Run by Trains of Different Kinds— see Mileage Traffic. 

MiLLBR, Ezra, etal., Mt. Pisgah, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., excessive rates 164 

Miller, J. H., Foster, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., farm crossing 184 

Minneapolis, Spencer Grain Co. of, v. B., C. R. & N. Ry. Co., site 21$ 
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MiNNBAPOLis & St. Louis Ry. Co., v. C, M. &St. P., asking^ permission to condemn depot 

grounds at Storm Lake 144 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Ry. Co., J. M. Groves, Estherville, condemnation aos 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage 357 

Mississippi River, tons of freight crossing 316 

Missouri River, tons of freiglit crossing 316 

Morning Sun, Louis Schwab of, v. Iowa Cent. Ry. Co., farm crossing 195 

Morris, J. D. , Hornick, v. C, M. &St. P. Ry. Co., cars 213 

Mt. Pisgah, Miller et al , of, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., excessive rates 164 

Mt. Pleasant, Simon Dalliner of. v . C. , B. & Q . Ry. Co. , crossing 213 

Movers, J. A., Luther, v. C, M.&St. P., refusal to furnish cars 137 

Muddy, H. C. Wetter of . v. G. &N.-W. , Improper construction of highway crossing 176 

Muscatine North & South Railway Co.— 

Officers, directors, and mileage 358 

NASHVILLE, Miles Sinkey of, v. C. & M. W., station service 125 
National Convention of Railroad Commissioners , 6 

North McGregor, A. K. Rudolph of, v. C, M. & St. P., blocking streets 166 

Northwestern Iowa Grain Co , Britt, v. C. R., G. & N.-W. Ry., site for elevator at Woden. $4 

Norway, J. T. Springer, Mayor of, v. C. & N. W., lighting depot platform 154 

Nuisance, excavation of pit by railway causing water to collect near highway 205 

OAK Grove, citizens of, v. Iowa Cent. Ry.Co., train service 182 
Oakland Mills, C. H. Arthurs of, v. St. L. K. & N.-W., construction of ditch 132 

Obstruction— 

Rudolph, A. K., North McGregor, V. C, M. & St. P., of street by standing train 166 

Walker, Geo. D., Teeds Grove, v. C, M. & St. P., of street by standing train 177 

Wall Lake, Township Trustees, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. , diversion of natural water course 141 

Wind, Carl, Herndon, v. C, M. & St. P., of street by standing train 201 

Obye, Louis, Lobrville, v. C. &N.-W., undergrade farm crossing 105 

Officers AND Directors of Railway Companies 319 

Omaha & St. Louis Railway Co- 
Officers, directors, and mileage 359 

Onan, J. C, Lobrville, v. C, M. &St. P. Ry. Co., discrimination 175 

Operating Expenses of Railway Companies— see Expenses. 

Orillia, B. F. Brubaker of, v, C. G. W. Ry. Co., farm crossing 184 

Oskaloosa, city and citizens of, v . Iowa Central, petition for viaduct 138 

Ottosen, A. G.Cooper of, V. B., C. R. & N. Ry Co. , overcharge 183 

Overcharge— 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. 111. Central, on stone 186 

Cooper, A. G , Ottosen, v. B., C. R. & N., on stock ,. 183 
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Parr, F. J., Ft. Dodge, v. B. C. R. & N., Passenger fare 130 
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Parson Bros., Luray, v. C. G. W. Ry. Co., condition of fences 212 

Passengers, number of, carried, and earnings— see Mileage Traffic. 

Passenger Fare, overcharge in— see Overcharge. 

Peek, J. W., Truro, v. K. & W. Ry , farm crossing 112 
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Ranks, O. O., Irvington, v. C. & N.-W., failure to furnish cars 141 

Rates Joint 5 

Ratbs Joint, Carpenter, £. B , v. C. M. & St. P. et al 127 
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Rbdding, Mrs. Ida S. Bevans, v. C. , B. &Q. , undergrade farm crossing ao2 
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Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. 111. Central, for coal 174 

Galbraith, Edward, Webb, v. C, M. &St. P., for hay shipments 219 
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Moyers, J. A., Luther, v. C, M. & St. P., for grain 137 
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Reinhart, C. B. , Farnhamville, v. C. &N.-W. , for track loaders , 179 

Refusal TO Send Cars Off Own Line, Brownell, H. , Keokuk, v. C. , R. I. & P 181 

Refusal to Switch— see Switching. 

Reinhart, C. B. Farnhamville, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., discrimination 179 

Removal of Elevator, Etc. —see Sites. 

Renewals OF Rails and Ties, statistics concerning 291 

Rentals Received and Paid 232 

Rhodes, G. B. Webb of, v. Adams Exp. Co. , overcharge 161 

Richards, W. R. Owens etal.. Trustees, v. I. C. R. R. Co., excavation near highway 20S 

RiEPB, H. H., Sperry, v. B., C. R. & N., removal of elevator 113 

Right of Way Additional, condemnation for 4 

Ring, Mrs. S. E. , Mapleton, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., damage 190 

Road AND Equipment, cost of 234 

Roberts, Virgil, Knoxville, v. C, B. & Q. Ry. Co., delay in shipment 191 

Rockwell City, .^. C. Burkhalter of, v. C. , M. &St.P., farm crossing 155 

Board of Supervisors of, v. G. & N.-W., highway crossing 152 

Roland, L. A. Britson of, v. Iowa Cent. Ry. Co., site for lumber house 220 

Rudolf, A. K. , North McGregor, v. C. , M. & St. P. Ry., blocking streets 166 

Russell, James M. May of, v. C. , B. & Q.. farm crossing 117 

J. L. Werts v. C, B. &Q., street crossing 157 

Russell, Iowa, v. C, B. & Q. Ry. Co., request for crossing 204 

SAC CITY, John S. Howard of, v. C, M &St. P.. farm crossing 142 
Sackrider, Danibl, Maquoketa, v. C. , M. &St.P. , undergrade farm crossing 135 

St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern— 

Officers, directors and mileage 333 

Scales, imperfect condition of— 

Durette, J. H., Randolph, v. Tabor & Northern 210 

Schwab, Louis, v.IowaCent. Ry. Co., undergrade farm crossing 195 

Sconce, W. F., Delphos, v. C. B. & Q. Ry. Co., undergrade farm crossing 207 

Seibert Bros. &Co., Forest City, v. B. , C. R. & N. Hy- Co., site for elevator 196 

Shannon City, A. J. Kendigof, v. Wells Fargo & Co. et al., transfer 165 

Sibley. W. L. Taylor of, v. B., C. R. & N. Ry. Co., undergrade farm crossing 193 
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Hornick Milling Co., Hornick, v. C, M. & St. P., to mill 18S 

SiNKEY, Miles, Nashville, v. C. & N.-W., removal of the station agent 12s 
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Sioux City & Pacific Railway Co.— 

Officers, directors and mileage 348 

Sites FOR Elevators S 
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Sperry, H. H. Riepe of, v. B, C. R. & N. , removal of elevator 113 

Springer, J. T., Norway, v. C. & N.-W., lighting depot platform 1^4 

Spur-track, to private industries, no authority for compelling x88 

Stacyville Railway Co. — 

Officers, directors and mileage 3Si 

State Commerce, what constitutes 7 

Station— 

Aurora, Zera Knapp of, v. C. G. W. , condition of depot platform 148 

Carbon Junction, better depot at, on M. C. & F. D i7S 

Cedar Valley, Citizens of, v. B. , C. R. & N., petition for stockyards IS9 

Cornelia, Johnson Bros. Co. of, v. Mason City & Ft. D., petition for depot 173 

Downey, citizens of, v. C, R. I. &P., petition for night agent 1x4 

Kelley, George, W. P., of, v. C. &N.-W., inaccessibility of team track 186 

Kirkwood, Kerschner, E. A. , of, establishment of 140 

Nashville, Miles, Sinkey, of, v. C. & N.-W. , removal ot agent ; 125 

Norway, Mayor of, v. C. &N.-W., lighting depot platform X54 

Sumner, C. , G. W. Ry., requested by board to better its facilities for passengers 158 

Traer, Dennis, J. B. , of, v. C. & N.-W., depot open for night trains 217 

Waterloo, condition of depot platform on B., C. R & N. Ry 2x6 

Wilson Junction, Rail, W. A. , Perry, v. C. G. W. , insufficient passenger accommodations at 166 

Stations, number of, entire line and Iowa 29X 

Statistics, comparative 8 

Stock, capital of railway companies 222, 223, 230 

Stock and Bonds Owned 230, 231 

Stock AND Debt PKR Mile 229 

Stockholders, number of 223 

Stockyards, Cedar Valley, citizens of, v. B. , C. R. &N., petition for 129 

Stockyards, Onan.J. CLohrville, v. C. , M. &St. P., discrimination and use of 175 

Stock Pass, Weitzell, S. E., Gowrie, v. C.,R. 1. & P., right of shipper to x8o 

Stoner, T. I. , Des Moines, application for rating on wall paper xx9 

Stopping Through Trains at Small Stations— see Through Trains and Train Service. 

Storm Lake, M. & St. L. v. C. , M. &St. P., condemnation of depot grounds 144 

Stouffbr, G. H. , Marshalltown, V. C. G. W. Ry. Co., farm crossing 16a 

Stow, A. E., Castana, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., overcharge 163 

Stubbs, Hedrick, B. & W. Ry. Co., condition of farm crossing 206 

Sumner, C. , G. W. Ry. Co., requested by board to keep passage way clear for passengers to 

depot 158 

Supreme Court, digest of decisions of, affecting railroads 379 

Supreme Court, U. S., decision of in case involving right of State to interfere with through 

passenger trains 3^9 

Switching, Collins Oil Tank Line, Cedar Rapids, v. C. ,M. &St. P. , refusal X2o 

Corey Coal Co., v. C. C. R. Co., coal, rehearing 13 
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TABOR & NORTHERN RAILWAY CO., officers, directors and milesffe 362 
Tama, Mrs. J. S. Irwin of, v. C. &N.-W. Ry. Co., farm crossing 909 

Taxbs on Railroad Properties, Iowa and otiier states 374. ^5i 276 

Taylor, W. L. .Sibley v. B., C R. & N. Ry. Co., undergrade farm crossing 193 

Tbeds Grove, Geo. D. Walker of, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co , blocking crossingr 177 

Through Trains, right of state to interfere with, opinion of United States Supreme Court 389 

Through Trains Stopping AT Small Stations 5 

See also Train Service, 

Thurman, Geo., Anita, v. C, R. I.&P. , goods lost in transit xS9 

Ties, renewals of 291 

Tipton, H. M. Edge of, v. B. , C. R. & N., undergrade farm crossing laS 

Tonnage on Iowa Lines 308, 309, 310 

Entire lines 3", 3", 3i3. 3i4 

Tons, average number of, in train— see Mileage Traffic, 

Tons of Freight, crossing Mississippi and Missouri rivers 316 

Tons of Freight Hauled in Iowa 308, 309, 310 

Entire line 3". 3«i 3i3. 3M 

TowNSEND & Merrill, Dike, v. C. &N.-W. Ry. Co., site for lumber yard 214 

Trabr, J. B. Dennis, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., depot not kept open 217 

Train Connections— Beck, W. J. R., Ft. Madison v. St. L., K. & N.-W 151 

Train Mileage- see Mileage Traffic, 

Train Service for Small Stations S 

Train Service of Aurora, Citizens of, V. C'G. W 112 

Chillicothe, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q., stopping through train x68 

Hardy, Becker & Cheever of, v. B. , C. R. &N iii 

Oak Grove, citizens of, v . Iowa Central, refusal to stop trains 182 

Vinton, Cunningham T. C. et al. ,of, v. B.. C. R. & N. , request for through freight service 211 

West Union, citizens of, et al. , v. C, M. & St. P.. on Volga Branch 106 

Trains, through passenger, right of state to interfere with, opinion of United States Supreme Court, 389 
Transfer at Junction— Kendig, A. J. Shannon City v. Wells Fargo Co. Express, refusal to 

transfer at Afton Junction 165 

Trestles, bridges, crossings, etc 390 

Truro, J. W. Peek of, v. K. &W., farm crossing 112 
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VALUE, actual cash of railroad properties 335 
Viaduct, Ft Dodge, City of, v. D. M. &F. D., et al., on third street 67 

Oskaloosa, city of, V. Iowa Central, on Third street 138 

Vinton, C. T. Cunningham et al. of, v. B. , C. R. & N. Ry. Co., request for through freight 

service 211 

Volga Branch OF Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul, train service of 106 

WABASH RAILROAD COMPANY- 

Officers, directors and mileage 363 

Wacker, Henry, Logan, v. Ft. D. & O. Ry. Co., farm crossing 147 

Wahl, Otto A., Churdan, v. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co., loss of goods 181 

Walker, G. D. , Tceds Grove, v. C. , M. & St. P. Ry. Co., blocking crossing 177 

Wall Lake, Township Trustees of, v. C. &N.-W. , highway crossing, drainage, etc 141 

John Johnson et al. , v. I. C. R. R. Co., highway crossing 216 

Walsh, J. H., Dickens, v. C. , M. & St. P., farm crossing 160 

Waterloo, condition of Platform at, v. B., C. R. & N. Ry. Co 216 

Fowler Co. et al. of, v. C. G. W. and 111. Cent., petition for Y 80 

Webb, G. B., Rhodes, v. Adams Exp. Co. et al., overcharge 161 

Webb, Edward Gal briath of, v. C, M. &. St. P. Ry. Co. , failure to furnish cars 219 

Weitzell, S. E., Gowrie, v. C, R. I. &P.Ry. Co., refund of fare 180 

Werts, J. L., Russell, v. C. , B. &Q., street crossing i$7 

Wbstbrook, D. H. , V. Muscatine North & South R. R. Co.. undergrade farm crossing 57 

West LiETBRTY, condemnation of depot grounds by B., C. R. & N 83 

West Liberty, Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co., condemnation of depot grounds 186 
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Weston et al. v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., failure to provide toilet rooms 167 

West Union, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P., train service 00 Volga branch 106 

Wetter, H. C. , Supervisor, v. Gowrie&N.-W. Rjr. Co. , construction of highway crossing^ 176 

What Cheer, Lindsay Lamb of, v. C. & N.-W. Ry. Co., farm crossing 192 

WiLLMAR & Sioux Falls Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage ..360 

Wilson Junction, insufficient passenger accommodations at, on C. G. W 166 

Wind, Carl, Herndon, v. C. , M. & St. P. Ry. Co., obstructing street crossing with cars 201 

Winona & Western Railway Company— 

Officers, directors and mileage. 365 

Wise, Chas. H., Lohrville, V. C. & N.-W., farm crossing iiS 

Woden, elevator site at, on C. R. , G. & N.-W. Ry. , Northwestern Iowa Grain Co., Britt S4 

Work OF Board Increased 3 
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TRACK, Algona, crossing of the Iowa Central, C. & N.-W. etal iS6 

Waterloo, the Fowler Co. et al. v. C. G. W. et al. , petition for 80 
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ABANDONMENT of Road. 
Adams, Walter, Fairfield, v. C, B. &Q 

Clarinda, citizensof, v. C. &St.L., abandonment of C. & St. L. K'y 

Elkader, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P 

FortDodgre, citizensof, v. C, R.I. & P. et al., Tara & Ft. Dod^e 

Supreme court decision in, referred to : 

General subject discussed 

Northwood, citizens of, v. Central Iowa 

Northwood, citizensof, v. Iowa Central, petition for rehearing 

Court proceedings in 1884, 4S 

Ottumwa & Kirkville, 53.3 mi., Clarinda, St. Louis, 11.5 

Rights of contracting parties protected by courts 

Expenses incurred in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on aband- 
onment of track 

W. & W. R'y. , Osage, for temporary removal 

Abandonment of Station— see also Station. 

Bismarck, Neil & Campbell v. C, M. & St. P 

Kingston, Decatur county, citizensof, v. D. M. & K. C. , protest against removal 

Leslie, citizensof, v. D. M. & K. C, protest against abandonment of station 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 

Pekin, Spiers & Richardson v. B. & W.. petition for reopening 

Veo, Jones, J. M., v. B. & M., petition for reopening of station 

Absorption of Bridge Toll— see Bridge Toll. 
Accidents to Persons— 

Remarks of President Harrison 1892, 18; 

Comparative tables covering a period of years 1899, 13, 14; 

To employes from coupling cars, etc., comparative table 

Accidents— Investigation of — 

Law concerning reporting of, repealed 

Afton, C, B. &Q 

Altoona 

Brush Siding, on C, B. & Q 

Coon Rapids, on C. , M. & St. P 

Crescent, on C. & N. -W. , near Council Bluffs 

Des Moines, collision between C. , R. I & P. fairground train and C. & N.-W. freight 
train at, report of commissioners 

Danger to boys playing around trains, etc., B., C. R. & N 

Eagle Point, C, M. & St. P 

Glendale, on C, M. & St. P., investigation of by commissioners 

Highland Center, C, M. & St. P 

Hubbard, on C. & N.-W 

Inwood, C, M. &St. P 

Nansen, seven miles southeast of Council Bluffs, on O. & St. L 

New Hampton, on C. G. W. R'y 

Maynard, on B., C. R. & N 

Stratford, on C. & N.-W 

Stratford, on C. &N.-W 

Valley Junction, onC. R.I. &P 

Vincent. C, R. I. & P 

Washington, on C, R. I. & P 



Year 


Page 


1899 


85 


1889 


1041 


1886 


473 


1889 982,987 


1893 


a 


1889 


44 


1882 


468 


1883 


599 




xxxix 


1891 


5 


1889 


X043 


1891 


738 


1895 


196 


1889 


992 


1890 


863 


1889 


1027 


1889 


1030 


1890* 


852 


1890 


938 


189s 


70 


1900 


10 


1900 


9 


1898 


6 


1887 


148 


1878 


45 


1893 


269 


1891 


843 


1893 


271 


1889 


1114 


189X 


841 


1887 


153 


1889 


1 107 


1892 


873 


1900 


13 


1887 


162 


1890 


961 


1892 


871 


1891 


839 


1893 


270 


1891 


845 


1895 


241 


1891 


841 


1891 


841 
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Year Pagre 

Accounts— Railway— 

Bureau of Railway Statistics and Accounts, railway question 1893 40g 

Law requiring uniformity in, recommended 1892 21 

Uniformity in 187S, 74; 1879. 113; 1882, 38; 1892 45 

Actual Cash Value of Road and Equipment— see Value. 

Adams, Charles Francis, Jr., quotation from 1878 59 

Discussion of commissioner system 1879 73 

Railroads, origin and problems 1881 81 

Remarks on watered stoclc 1886 SS 

Adams, Henry C, statistician interstate com. com., paper on accounts, etc 1893 40^ 

Adequate Equipment DsFiNBD^see Equipment. 

Ai^EQUATE Crossing— see Crossingy Adequate. 

Adoption of Commissioners' Rates— see Rates. 

Additional Depot Grounds — see Condemnation Proceedings. 

Advanced Charges— ' 

Brenneck Bros., EagleGrove, v. C. &N.-W., discrimination in applying 1892 84a 

Monaban Bros. , Cbarlotte, v. C. & N.-W .... 1886 S^S 

Wasson, J. A., Roscoe, Kan., v. C, M. & St. P., duties of carriers in accepting guar- 
antee for * . .... 1883 656 

Advance in Hay Rates, Petition of D. M. & N.-W.— see Rates. 

Agents, Station, Petition for— see Station Service. 

Agreements Between Railways, violation of 1886 57 

Agreement of Railway Companies to Adopt Commissioners' Rates— see Rates, 
Freight. 

Aid to Railroads— see Taxes. 

Ainsworth, W. W., elected secretary 1887 3 

Re-elected 1888. 3; 1889, 4; 1890, 3; 1891, 3; 1892, 3; 1893, 3; 1894, 3; 1895, iv; 1896, 12; 1897 

Apportionment of Cost of Over and Under Railroad Crossings— see Crossing^ 
Railroad. 

Appropriation of Land, Harrington, P. E., Marathon, v. C, M. & St. P., tor snow 
fence 1899 92 

Appropriation of Coal— 

Aurelia, coal dealers of, v. Illinois Central railroad, during scarcity of fuel 1888 677 

Hogaboom, S. R., Creston, v. C. B. & U 1894 286 

Knowles, J. Elliott, v. C, B. &Q 1881 140 

Le Mars, Townsend, D. W., v. Illinois Central 1888 679 

Arbitration— 

Ashburn, J. M.. Lamoni, V. C, B. &Q., claim for care of stock 1889 989 

Consolidation Coal Company V. Central Iowa 1878 20 

Illinois Central et al. v. Waverly Short Line et al. , grade crossing 1886 576 

Mason City & Ft, Dodge R'y Co. v. Crooked Creek R'y Co., grade crossing 1887 73a 

Moore, Thos. and Bisbee, C. W., Turin, v. C. & N.-W., overflow damages 1889 999 

Webster City & Crooked Creek v. M. C. & F. D. R'y Co., grade crossing 1886598, 601 

Attendance with L. C. L. live stock shipments 1894 347 

Attorney-General, Report of- see Litigation. 

Automatic Couplers— see also Couplers Automatic. 

Paper on, by Commissioner Coffin i88s 92 

Brakes. Burlington test 1884, 40; 1886, 46, 47, 48 

Generally used 1898 4 

Comparative table of 1900 9 

Authority of Commissioners— see Commissioners. 

Bad Order, Receipt of Goods in— see Damages. 
Back Water Caused by Railroad Construction, Overflow— see Drainage, 
Damages, Obstruction and Overflow 
Back Water, in Relation to Railroad CROssiNGS~see Drainage. 
Back Water, Stock Drowned by— see Damages. 

Baggage— Excess AND Storage Charges. Discussion of 1891 23 

Anderson, T. , Rockford, 111., v. C. , M. & St. P. , sample trunks containing jewelry not 

baggage 1885 S41 

Ashall, F. C, Chicago, v. Central Iowa, excess charges 1882 433 

Bullock, N. P., Leon, v. Union Depot, Council Bluffs, storage 1887 724 
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Year Page 
Baggage— Excess and Storage Charges— Continued— 
Carpenter, C. C, Gilman, v. Cent. Iowa and C. & N.-W., refusal to receive tool chest 

as bagsBg^e 1886 S^ 

Dusey, H. , et al., Creston, v. C, B. & Q., refusal to carry mechanics' tool box as bat;- 

gage... 1885 514 

Edmundson. Ed. , Cedar Rapids, v . C . , M . & St . P. , excess baggage 1892 823 

Glover, H. B. , etal. . Dubuque, v. various lines, excess baggage charges 1883 630 

Goodwin, Mrs. Patience, Traer, v. C. , R. I. & P. , delay and storage charges 1883 645 

Hollenbeck, Mrs. E. A., Wesley, v. C. & N.-W. R'y, excessive...! 1898 71 

Krause&Co., Davenport, v. various lines 1894 2S0 

Baggage— Delay and Loss- 
Block, M., Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W. , delay in forwarding sample case 1892 8S3 

Piekenbrock & Sons, Dubuque, v. C, M. & St. P., stolen from depot, responsibility.. 1900 iS5 

Taylor. R. B., West Side, v. C. & N.-W., lost i88s S7i 

Woodward, W. H., Creston, v. D. M. & K. C, lost 1891 727 

Baggage, Insufficient Facilities for Handling and Transfer— see also Transfer 
Facilities. 

Roy bar, F. , v. Cent. Iowa etal.. insuflncient facilities for handling baggage 1886 588 

Iowa Falls v. C. & N.-W., regulations 1887 753 

Reynard, J. S., Creston, v. C, B. & Q. and C. G. W. , Afton Junction transfer 1893 137 

Bankrupt Roads— see Receivers. 

Bicycle, right to person to use railroad track for 1900 172 

Billing in Transit, Bevins Bros., Hawkeye, v. C, M.&St. P., discrimination in 18^6 79 

Bird, A. C, G. F. A C. , M. & St P. , Letters of, on reduction of corn rates in Iowa.. 1886 621 

Black, Jeremiah, Letter of, on railway legislation, railways are highways, etc 1881 77 

Blockading Highway with Trains— see Obstruction. 

Blockading Streets with Trains— see Obstructing Streets. 

Blockade, Snow— see Snow Blockade. 

Branch Lines— 

Apportioning earnings of, method of 1889 lOos 

Expenses of operation should by partly borne by main line 1883 47 

Profitable as feeders to main lines. 1889 1005 

Train service on, restoration of, on Iowa branches, C, R. I. & P 1889 10-1008 

Branch Lines, Train Service on— see also Train Service. 

Brakes, Automatic and Power— see also Automatic Couplers and Power Brakes. 

Brakes, automatic 1884, 41: i88s 94 

Discussion of and law concerning 1890, 7; 1891, 18, 20; 1892 10.46 

Paper on by Commissioner Coffin 1889 47 

Brewer, Judge, decision of, in relation to rates— see also Rates 1889 31 .32,34 

Temporary injunction by restraining promulgation of June, 1888, schedule 1888, 36 1894 208 

Bridges— 

Wooden, being replaced by iron and stone 1898 4 

Laws relating to, discussed 1878 17 

Safety of, railroad companies responsible for 1878 17,18,19 

Bridge toll, absorption of at Omaha 1888 670 

Unsafe Condition of— see also Unsafe Condition of Road. 

Fay, P. H,, Richland Center, Wis., v. C, M. & St. P., Coon Rapids 1894 176 

Harrison, H., etal., v. A., T. & S. F. , neglect of bridgemen at Ft Madison 189s 199 

Reno, B. F., Marengo, v. C, R. 1. &P 1880 73 

Waller, J. N. , road supervisor, St. Charles, v. C. , M. & St. P., unsafe condition of 

bridge and highway 1886 S69 

Watkins, W. W., Bellevue, v. C. , M. & St. P., unsafe condition of bridge 1889 1012 

' 'Buggy Case"— 

Barber, Ed., Glidden, v. C, & N.-W. , overcharge 1884 65-67 

Anderson's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 49 

CofiSn's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 S7 

Dey's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 ^3 

J ndge Baylies' opinion on 188s S7 

Burlington, Shippers of. Complaint on Rates— see Rates. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway Company, application of, for 

reduced rates on seed grain 1892 838 

Burlington Test on Automatic Couplers— see Automatic Couplers. 

Butter and Egg Shipment, Discrimination in Inspection of— see Inspection. 
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Year Pa^e 

CABOOSE, Stoppage of at Platforms -see Stopping Trains at Platforms. 
Caboose Cars, accommodation for passeni^ers in, \V. W. Weston v. C, & N.-W 1900 167 

Cameron, J. S., Elected Secretary 1878 3 

Resigned 1880 3 

Camp Meeting and Other Assembly Rates— see Rates. 

Capacity of Elavators— see Elevators. 

Capacity of Freight Cars— see Cars. 

Capital Stock, Watered -see Watered Stock. 

Capitalization. Excessive 1878 39 

Care of Station Buildings— see Station Service. 

Cars- 
Discrimination in Furnishing— ^ee Discrimination and Failure to Fn^nish Cars. 
Distribution of— see Distribution of Cars. 

Must be distributed equally in time of scarcity 188S, 719; 1892 827 

Not to be used for warehouse purposes 1889 996 

When Used for Warehouse Purposes, Charges For- see Demurrage 
Lack of— see also Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Discussed by L. S. Coffin 1887 70 

Sending off Own Line— see Refnsal to Receive and Forward Fteight. 

Warming of. 

Lighting of— see Lighting Cars. 

What Constitutes Adequate Supply of— see Equipment. 

Car Load Rates— 

Attempted abolition of 188s, 4S. 47; 1886 31 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association, protest against abolition of i88s 47 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W. etah.on furnit4ire 1S83, 678: 1884 69 

On mixed car load of linseed and carbon oils 1893 844 

Proposition to abolish indefinitely postponed 1885 S3 

Recognition of by Colorado law ^ 1885 48 

Cars off Its Own Line— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight^ also Failure to 
Furnish Cars. 
Owned BY Shipper, unjust discrimination of. paper on, by Judge Schoonmaker, ex-in- 
terstate commerce commissioner 1891 30 

Private. Discrimination in Use of— see Discrimination. 

Carriers— 

Bound by quotation of rates by agents 1886 609 

Their relations to each other discussed 1884 7 

Carrier's Risk— see Owner's Risk. 

Carried Past Station— 

Boyle, I. W., Clark ville, v. C. G. W., carried past station 1889, 981: 189a 8sa 

Lightner, F. E. , Carthage, Mo., v. C. G. W 1897 137 

Windell. W. S., Castalia, v. CM. & St. P.. refusal to stop at Castalia 189a 862 

Carrying Passengers on Freight Trains— see Train Service. 

Cash Value— see Value, Present Cash. 

Caitle Guards -see also Crossings. 

Bell, W. S., Des Moines, v. B., C. R. & N., refusal to construct 1889 1066 

Campbell, F. R , et al. , Bismark, v. C, M. & St. P., danger to cattle from location 

of fence, petition for cattle guards 1892 856-857 

Chapman, H.G., Sioux City. V. C, M. & St P.. petition for 1892 795 

Frazier, George, Panora, v. D. M. N &W., defective, stock killed 1897 no 

Gardner, JohnM., Leon, v. D. M. O. &S., cattle guards and fencing 1884 549 

Jamison, J. R., Oskaloosa, V. C , B. &Q., failure to put in 1882 556 

Jarvis, M., Morning Sun, v. Iowa Central, petition for 1895 i53 

Long, Ira, Luther, v. St L., D. M. & N. . application for at farm crossing 1888 7^7 

Mohr, John, Fort Dodge, v. M C. & Ft. D., application for % 1887 7» 

McCall, W. R..Ogden, v. M. & .<t. L., petition tor 1885 556 

Moone, N. B., Clarinda, v. C. B. & Q. , cattle guards at crossing 1882 487 

Onercm, J. L., etal., Thor, v. C. & N -W., petition for cattle guards 1885 5S8 

Petition for rehearing 1886 571 

Tibbcts, D. D , etal., Ogden, v. C. Ft. M. & D. M., petition for 1892 827 
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Year Pags 
Changing Name of Stations— 

Arlington, citizens of, petition (or, C, M. & St. P., from Brush Creek to ▼ 1896 19 

Enfield, Cooler. E. G., v. C, M. & St. P., Strawberry Point 1884 5^3 

LoTerne, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W. , application for 1887, 7^; 1888 70S 

River Junction, Musser. J. D., etal., v. B., C. R. &N., petition for 1888, 749: 1893 «k 

Sewal. Banta, Ira, V. C. M. &St. P 189S MS 

Strawberry Point, citizens of, ▼. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1888 7M 

Ticonic, Grant township, citizens of, ▼. C. &D. , petition for 1888 T^S 

Vincent, Anderson & Richards, ▼. C. , R. I. & P 1891 833 

Charges— 

Crary Bros , Boone, v. St. L. , D. &N. , prepayment of freight charges 1886 604 

Wasson, J. A., Roscoe, Kan., v. C. , M. & St. P., duties of carriers 1883 6S6 

Charity Freight— 

Shaw, H. B. , Nora Springs, free carriage of 189S 166 

Charitable Institutions, churches not such, as contemplated by law, with respect to 

special rates (Commissioner Dey) 1888 838 

Choice of Markets, Shippers and Routes, Right to— see Rights of Shippers. 

Churches may obtain special rates on building material 1888 837 

Claims— see also Damages. 
For Damages Resulting from Obstructions— see Obstruction. 
For Damages Resulting prom Failure to Receive Cars— see Failure to Furnish 

Cars. 
For Refund of Overcharge— see Overcharge. 

Private, commissioners no authority to collect 1889 io8a 

For Goods Lost in Transit— see Lost in Irun^tt. 
For Stock Killed— see Stock Killed. 

Classification op Freight— 

Amendments to 1900, 101, 102, 119 

Basalt plaster, Basalt Plaster Co. , Des Moines 1894 840 

Boilers, second-hand, Gottstein, F., v. Inspection Bureau 1892 847 

Bottles, empty, returned, T. W. Rogers for Iowa Bottlers' Association 1894 30S 

Capacity of cars, France. H. C.Rose Hill, v. C, R. 1. & P 1897 i3S 

Coal, Keefe Coal Co., Ft. Dodge, T. III. Cent 1896 168 

Corn planters, K. D 1890 957 

Crackers, Shaver & Dows, Cedar Rapids, v. Joint Western Classification 1883 6S9 

Crushed stone for road purposes 1894 3S9 

Discrimination in, Westphal, Hinds & Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. R. &N 1881 12S 

Discrimination in classification of flour. Crystal Mill and Grain Co., Council Bluffs, v. 

Iowa Pool Lines — 1883 703 

Dogskins. Herman & Co wnie, Des Moines, petition for change in 189s 221 

Drugs, Miller, W. G., Ottumwa, Iowa, classification maximum not minimum 1896 166 

Farm wagons, Star Wagon Co., Cedar Rapids, V. R'yCo's 1886 S03 

Glucose. James V. Mahony, Sioux City 1894 273 

Gravel and sand 1894 3S9 

Hancock, John T. & Son, Dubuque, v. B. , C. R. & N. R'y, lack of uniformity 1880 23 

Logs, rough, Des Moines Fence Co. and Des Moines Excelsior Works et al 1891 782 

Linseed and carbon oils in mixed car loads, application for car load rates 1892 844 

Live stock. H. G. S. Codd, Westfield 1894 a6o 

Merchandise. Hummer, George, Iowa City. v. B., C. R. &N., discrimination in 1880 XS3 

Minimum weights, Ketcham & Johnson Co., Marshalltown. v. C. & N.-W 1897 xo8 

National uniform freight classification discussed 1887,49:1896 11 

Of freights, commissioners' 1889 933 

Railroad ties, J. C. Taylor, Percy 1894 240 

Sand, Besley, L. C. , Council Blufis, v. C, B. & Q., petition for restoration of previ- 
ous classification on 1893 247 

Sand and stone . ... 1894 3S9 

Sawdust and fuel, Minesh, E. D. &Co., Eagle Grove 1897 1S4 

Silicon wall plaster 1894 3S9 

Syrup in pails, Mendel, H. , Neola, V. C. , R. I. & P 1887 759 

Syrup in pails. Tucker Bros , Brooks, v, C, B. &Q. R'd Co 1887 759 

Wagons, democrat spring 1894 3S9 

Western Wheel Scraper Co. , Aurora, 111., v. road making machines 1894 182 

Worcester & Son. Des Moines, v. various lines, change of on goods in transit i88s S4o 
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Vcar Fage 
Classification of Railroads— see also Rates, Freight. 

A., B. and C 1878, 54, 67; 1881 85 

Millner, T. H., Iowa Falls, V. B., C. R. & N., complaint of 1882 464 

Coal, Appropriation of by Carriers— see Appropriation of Coil, 

Coal House Sit^— see Sites. 

Coal, Minimum Weight of in Car Loads— see Minimum Weigrht. 

Stewart, James, et al. , ▼. C. & N.-W. , scarcity of 1882 442 

Coal Rates— see Rates. 

Petition for Advance in— see Rates. 

For distance less than five miles 1890 903-922 

Cleaning Grain in Transit— see Milling in Transit. 

Coffin, L. S., paper on automatic couplers and brakes 1887, 59; 1&S9 47 

Combination Between Trunk Lines and Feeders^— see Pro-Rating. 

Commerce, Interstate— see Interstate Commerce. 

Commerce, State and Interstate, what constitutes 1900 7 

Commissioners— Authority, Powers and Duties of— 

To act, when in doubt, should not be exercised 1889 1092 

Derived from statute, beyond its expressed provisions they cannot act 1889 1092 

Have no authority to require crossings where no highway has been established as 

required by law 1893 261 

To stop the running of trains in cases of unsafe condition of road 1892 766 

No authority to interpret the law differently from its plain reading 1892 84S 

May order additional train service— see also Train Service 1891 806 

To order freight transfer for L. C. L. shipments 1893 168 

Toorderunder crossings 1892 28 

Duties and jurisdiction of 1878, 5, 17, So, 53, lA\ 1879 71 

under the law of 1884 1884 43 

increased powers of, discussion in relation to shippers to carriers 1884 81 

law giving additional power to 1887 905 

Duties of, enlarged by legislature 1892 24 

Jurisdiction of 1891 28, 862 

Old and new laws compared 1892 25 

Duties and powers discussed 1892 21, 39 

Duties and powers as defined by United States Supreme court 1894 i99 

Laws of 1888, granting additional power and making elective 1888 31 

Decisions of, enforced in courts 1892 21, 39 

In different states 1878 5a 

Expenses of boards of railroad commissioners, by states 1897242,243 

In Great Britain 1878 57 

Original organization of. 1878 3 

Commissioners— 

Anderson, A. R., 

appointed 1881 3 

term expired 1884 3 

Campbell, Frank T., 

appointed 1888 3 

elected 1889 3 

drew three years term by lot 1889 4 

term expired 1892 3 

Carpenter, C. C. , 

appointed 1878 3 

resigned 1878 3 

Coffin, L. S., 

appointed 1882 3 

reappointed 1885 3 

term expired 1888 3 

Dawson, £. A., 

appointed to fill vacancy 1896 12 

elected 1897, 12; 1900 10 
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Commissioners— Can iinued— Year Page 
Dcy, Peter A. , 

appointed 1878 3 

reappointed : 1886 3 

elected 1889 3 

drew two years' term by lot .1889 4 

term expired 1891 3 

re-elected 1891 3 

term expired ' 189S it 

Lake, )obn W. , 

elected 1891 3 

reelected 1894 3 

deceased, memorial statement 189s, 1; 1896 11 

Mowry, W. , 

elected 1899 iS 

McDill, J. W., 

appointed 1878 3 

resigned i88k 3 

reappointed 1884 3 

term expired 1887 3 

Palmer, D. J 1899 15 

Perkins, George W. , 

elected '. '. 1893 3 

re-elected 1896 is 

Smith, Spencer, 

appointed 1887 3 

elected 1889 3 

drew one year term by lot 1889 4 

re-elected 1890 3 

term expired 1893 3 

Wilson, James, 

appointed , i88a 3 

resigned 1883 3 

Woodruff, M. C. , 

appointed 1878 3 

term expired i88a 3 

Common Carkibrs must not discriminate in favor of themselves as private merchants.... 1889 1046 
Commutation Tickets— see Passenger Fare. 

Comparative Tqnnage, in carloads and less than carloads 1883 3> 

Competition, its effects on rates 1886 34 

Concealment in Railroad Affairs— see Publicity. 
Concessions to Large Shippers— see Carload Rates, 
Condemnation Proceedings— 

Cannot be maintained where company has no road in operation.. 1893 136 

Commissioners no authority to compel the railroad companies to exercise 1893 191 

Duty of carrier to exercise in certain cases 1891 823 

Law granting for depot purposes 1884 86 

Right to exercise not included in right of eminent domain 1887 679 

Right of way, additional 1900 4 

Applications for— 

Algona, by Iowa Central 1899 44 

Bayfield, byB., C. R. &N 1900 84 

Black Hawk county, by C. G. W 1900 210 

Boone county, by C. & N.-W 1900 87, 89 

Batler county, by III. Cent 1900 83 

Carroll county, by C. & N.-W 1900 163 

Charles City, Cedar Falls & Minnesota R'd. Co. v. landowners 1896 is 

Cedar Rapids, C. & N.-W, andB.,C.R. & N. R'ys v. landowners 1896 24 

Davenport, by C, R. I. & P 1898 77 

Des Moines, C. , B. &Q. R*d Co. v. Thomas Caughan, Sr. , et al i88S S49 

Des Moines, Des Moines & Kansas City R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1891 767 

Des Moines, by Des Moines Union R'y Co 1900 84 

Dixon, B., C, B. &N. R'y Co. v. G. W. King, et al 1884 600 
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CoiTDBMNATiON Procbkdings— Applications lot^Contintud— Year Page 

Dnbuqae, Union Depot Company of 1886 480 

Ebler, Dubuque & Sioux City R'd Co. ▼. certain land owners 1893 146,221 

Eldridge Junction, by C, M. & St. P 1898 60 

Estherville, by B., C. R. &N 1899 37 

Estherville, by M. &St. L. R'y 1900 20S 

Evanston, Mason City & Ft. Dodge t. certain land owners 1891 79S 

Garner, Finch & Hayward of, inquiries concemig 1884 S48 

Goose Lake, C.&N.-W. R'y Co. ▼. certain property owners i89b 947 

Greene County, by C. & N.-W R'y 1900, 85, 86, 87, 88. 89,90, 163 

Iowa City, by C, R. I. & P. R'y Co 1898 52 

Jefferson County, by C, Ft. M. & D. M.R'y 19C0 . 190 

Ijiwrens, by Gowrie & N.-W 1900 163 

Macuta, Chicago, Santa Fe & California R'y Co. ▼. John Yager et al 1887 78$ 

Manson, by C. R. I. &P 1899 4s 

Marsh, by Iowa Central 1900 82 

Oelwein, for tracks to shops of C. G. W. R'y Co 1895, 136; 1899 36 

Onawa, Cherokee & Dakota R'd Co. v. certain landowners 188S 709 

Oto, Cherokee & Ehikota R'd Co. ▼. certain land owners 1888 708 

Osceola, Des Moines & Kansas City R'd Co. ▼ landowners 1896 26 

Osceola, C, B. &Q. R'd Co. V. landowners 1896 27 

Oskaloosa, Cent. Iowa R'y V. Baldwin, Mary, et al 1886 572 

Oskaloosa. on Iowa Central 1897 4S 

Ottuinwa, C. , M. &St. P. R'y Co. v. Daniel and Bridget Sughrua 1884 592 

Ottumwa.for union depot at 1887 699 

Sheldon, Cherokee & Dakota v. certain landowners 1888 686 

Sioux City, Sioux City. Chicago & Baltimore R'y Co. t. certain land owners 1893 13s 

Storm Lake, by M. & St. L 1900 144 

Vinton, byB.,C. R. &N 1899 38 

Waterloo, Dub. & S C. R'd Co. v. Waterloo Water Co et al. , petition in 1890 891 

Waterloo, Dub. &S. C. R'd Co. ▼. certain land owners 1890 9S3 

Waverly, by Waverly Short Line 1898 31 

West Liberty. byC.R. I. &P 1899 43 

West Liberty, by B., C. R. & N 1900 83 

West Liberty, byC. R. I. &P 1900 186 

Conditions OP Roads, improved physical 1891 25 

Condition of Wbstbrn Railroads— see Railroad Situation, otc. 

Amount of business ofifered railroads 1891 4 

Conflicting and Disputed Provisions of thk Law— see Law. 

Connection, Crossings, discussion of 1884 79 

Consideration, Taxes Voted for Railroads, A Part of— see Stations. 

Consideration of Iowa Railroads, discussed 1879 60 

Contract— 

Roadworkby 1891 J6 

Quotation of rates by agent and acceptance thereof constitutes 1886 609 

For exemption of liability for fires set by engines 189s xzxv 

Concerning contract of release from liability by fire caused by railway company 1897 15S 

Contract, Violation of— 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. W., I. & N.. in providing crossing 1886 5S7 

Davison. M., Piano, v. Wabash, in building side track, etc 1882 549 

Day, F. A., Castana, v. Maple River R'd Co., In location of railroad 1884 $^5 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, v. C. fir N.-W. R'y, failure to construct side track 1886 57^ 

Elliott, W. P., Morning Sun, v. C, B. &Q., failure to fence 1883 7*9 

Fauser, W. D. , Wirt. v. H . & S., violation of right of way contract 1887 682 

Fort Dodge, city of, v. C, R. I. & P. et al. , failure to operate road 1889982,9^7 

Harshbarger, W. A., Oakland Mills, v. St. L., K. fit N. W. , failure to provide crossings 

and fence in consideration of right ot way 1892 841 

Hunter, A., Wyman, v. B. & N. W., failure to build cattle guards, fences, etc 1883 701 

Kenyon. F. L.. et al., Iowa City, v. B., C. R. fitN.. failure to run chair cars 1883 67S 

Macrae, D., mayor of Council Bluffs, v. C , R. 1. &P.. and C. fit N.-W., in abandon- 
ing Council Bluffs as western terminus 1892 84S 

Orilla, citizens of, v. C. G. W.. in maintaining station 1894 238 
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Contract— Violation ov— Continued. Year 

Phelan, James, Maitland. Dak., v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., failare to furnish shipping 

facUities 1885 

Seevers, W. A., et al. , Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, station accommodations 1886 

Springer, A., Prairie City, v. C, R. I. &P. , refusal to redeem commutation tickets.. i88s 

Torkelson, Nels, etal. , Austin, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to put in station 1892 

Yacrgy. £-H. , Audubon, v. B., C. R. & N., on rates on emigrant movables 1885 

CONVfiNTION OF STATB RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS— 

With interstate commerce commission 1889, 19; 1891, 20-29; *S92, 44; 1893, 

1894, 361; 1895, xxxviii: 1896, 10; 1897, 11; 1899, 14; 1900, 

With commissioners of surrounding states 1881 

CooLSY, Judge T.M., on ''Railroad Commissions" 1883 

Address on "The Railway Problem" i8qi 

Article on "Popular and Legal Views of Traffic Pooling" 1887 

Construction Accounts, open discussed 1878 

Control of Railroads by Government— see Government Control. 
Control by State— see State Control. 
Control of Station Grounds— see Omnibus Privileges. 
Convention Rates— see Rates. 

Corn Rates, request of commissioners for temporary reduction of 1886 

Cost— 

Averas^eof roads indifferent states 

Difficulty in obtaining information on 

Discussion on.*. 

Earnings of, in excess of 6 per cent on $30, 000 per mile 

Of construction per mile 

Of equipment per mile 

To move freight, per ton per mile, discussed 1884, 29; 

Of Over and Under Railroad Crossings. Apportionment of— see Crossings. 
Couplers— Automatic— AND Brakes— see also Automatic Couplers. 

Automatic, paper on, by Commissioner Coffin i88s, 92; 1887, 59; 

Comparative table 1899, 13; 

Different types of couplers considered 

Discussion of Iowa law requiring their use 1890, 7; 

Law concerning .* 

Recommendations of commissioners' convention for law concerning 

Test of, in Massachusetts, reported 

Generally used 

Coupling Cars- 
Loss of life and personal injury discussed 

Comparative table of 

Courts, Cases Pending in. Report op Attorney-General- see Litigation. 

State courts to take cognizance of order of commissioners 

Crossings, Farm— 

At grade, and over or under grade, (iiscussed 1893, 18, 2S; 

Decision of supreme court regarding 

Matters of public right, decision by supreme court 

Overhead farm crossing, decision of supreme court on, discussed 

Legislation recommended 1889, 48; 1891, 43; 

Undergrade or overhead 

Complaints Concerning- Petitions for— 

Amundton, Helga, Ellsworth, v. C. &N.-W., obstructed by snow 

Anderson, W. M., St. Charles, v. D. M. & K. C, at grade 

Arthurs, C. H., Oakland Mills, v. St. L., K. & N.-W 

Barnes, R. H. and J. H., Olivet, v. C, R. I. & P., under, open 

Beck, Joseph, Marcus, v. D. & S. C. (111. Cent.), under 

Beech, A, A., Collins, v. C. M. & St. P., cattle guards 

Berry, W. T. , Marshalltown, v. W. I & N. , contract for violated 

Berry, W. T. , Marshalltown, v. C. G. W. , under crossing 

Bevans, Mrs. I. S., Redding, v. C, B. & Q., undergrade 

Blackman, G. M., Newton, v. C. , R. I. & P., at grade, farm 

Brockman, William, Baxter, v. C, St. P. & K. C, open farm 

Brownell, H. S., Spirit Lake, v, C, M. & St. P., open— cattle guard 
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Year Psige 
Complaints Concerning— C<>»//««^rf— 

Brubaker, B. F., Orillia, V. C , G. W., undergrrade 1900 1S4 

Barkhalter, A. C. , Rockwell City, v. C , M. & St. P., cattle Ruards 1900 iSS 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v. C. & N.-W., at grade 1883 650 

Buttles, C, Corwith, V. la. Cent., undergrade 1900 198 

Cain, Dennis, Arthur, v. C. & N.-W., unsuitable 1888 720 

Chapman, H. G., Sioux City, V. C. , M. & St. P.. location of 1890 846 

Cole, Lyman, V. B., C. R. & N., under, petition for 1896 iS7 

Cruze, J. B., Vincennes. v, C. , R. I. & P., renewal of bridge 1899 62 

Cunningham & Jones, Marshalltown, v. C.,M. & St. P., petition for 1893 830 

Cutchtield, J. W., Lucas, V. C, B. & Q., ordinary 1895 x86 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., open and cattle guards 1887 716 

Cutler, G. L. , Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D. , under farm 1889 1039 

Cutler, G. L.. Clarion, v. M C. &Ft. D , petition for under 1890 850 

Cutler, G. L 1893 23 

Dalliner, Simon, Mt. Pleasant, v. C. , B. & Q. , undergrade 1900 213 

Davi8c,J. K., Bagley, V. C. M. & St P., open 1898 76 

Davitt, James, Cummings, v. C. G. W., under 189S 125 

Deaduck, John, Cedar Falls, v. C. & N -W., undergrade 1900 ao6 

Denison, T. W. , Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., replacing and repairing farm crossing.. 1896 52 

Dennis, 1. V., Coral ville, v. C, R. I. &P. , under, failure to maintain 1889 979 

Deluhery, T., Sumner, v. M. & N. W. , farm and cattle guards 1886 596 

Eckstein, H., et. al., Cresco. V. C. , M. & St. P. , open 189s 202 

Edge, H. M., Tipton, v. B., C. K. & N., undergrade 1900 125 

Ennessy, P., New Hampton, v. C, St. P. & K. C, petition for under 1889 1073 

Ennessy, P., New Hampton, v. C. G. W., defective under bridge 1893 167 

Erickson, A. M., Marathon, v. C. , M. & St. P., undergrade 1900 137 

Fanser, W. D., Wirt, v. H. &S. , contract providing, ignored 1887 682 

Fisher, R. B., Knox ville. v. C, R. I & P. , overhead i88a 4^0 

Fordyce, Harry, Liberty ville, v.C. , R. I. & P., petition for farm 1886 609 

Fuller, H. E., Kalo, v. M. & St. L. , petition tor farm i88s S63 

Geonatz, John, Auburn, V. 111. Cent. , undergrade 1900 149 

George, W. C. , Collins, v. C, M. &St. P. , undergrade cattle pass 1899 88 

Gaston, H. F. , Traer, v, 1. , M. & N. W. , undergrade 1899 116 

Glays, J., Libertyville, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., petition as per contract 1893 ^37 

Gravatt, O., Traer, V, C & N.-W. R'y., undergrade 1899 113 

Graves, R. T. , Mason City, V M. C. & Ft. D., under 1895 36 

Gray, W. A., Albia, v. Iowa Cent. R'y, at grade 1899 69 

Griffin, John, Hedrick. v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1900 189 

Hamilton, William, R., Washington, v. C, R. I. & P., under bridge 1893 145 

Hankee, August, Wall Lake, v. C. &N.-W. , petition for open 1886 499-SS2 

Haynes, S., Cummings, v.C G. W., undergrade 1900 174 

Heavilin, S. R. , Gladbrook, V. C. G. W., replacing 1897 122 

Helmer, M. F. , Mechanicsville, v. C. &N.-W. , repairs on...- 1894 274 

Hickman, C. J., Metz, v. C, R. 1. & P., petition to restore plank in 1891 760 

Hickman, C. J.. Metz, v. C. , R. I. & P., defective farm 1892 852 

Holmes, W., et al., v. C. & N.-W., cattle guards 1900 115 

Hoover, C. £ , Delphos, v. C. , B. & Q. , under and cattle guard 1889 1004 

Hopkins, David, Panora, v. D. M., N. & W., petition for under 1893 225 

Howard, John S., Sac City, v. C, M. & St. P , additional 1900 142 

Humphrey, Sanford, Jefferson county, v. C, R. 1. & P., protest against filling cross- 
ing under bridge 1893 *>? 

Irwin, Mrs. J. S., Tama, v. C. & N.-W 1900 209 

Ives, Julius, Dickens, v. C. , M. & St. P., petition tor open 1889 1063' 

Jarvis, Myers, Morning Sun, v. Iowa Cent. , cattle guards and fencing 1895 153 

Kendall, J. F., Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W., undergrade 1898 89 

Kiel, DeKalb, v. H. &S., petition tor farm 1892 831 

Korns, Jacob, Hartwick, v. C. &N.-W., under, failure to repair 1891 730 

Lamb, L., What Cheer, V. C. & N.-W., undergrade 1900 192 

Lee, C.G., Ames, v. C. & N.-W., overhead 1900 157 

Lemcn, J. H. , Colfax. V. C. , R. I. & P., ordinary, at grade 1895 188 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, v. C. G.W., petition for open farm 1893 »3 
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Complaints Concerning— C^n/mM^^— 

Lister, William, Newton, v. C. , R. I. &P. , petition for open 

Lockwood, L. N., Coldwater, v. I. M. & N.-W. , undergrade 

Longpian, A., Logan, ▼. Ft. D. & O., undergrade 

Lynch, P., New Hampton, v. C. . St. P. &K. C, undergrade 1888, 701; 1889, 978; 

Lyons, P., Navan, v. C. . M. & St. P. , undergrade 

Madson, C. , et al., Cresco, v. C, M. & St P., open 

Martin, J. H. . Tripoli, v. C. , St. P. &K. C. protest against removing 

Martin, J., Bagley, v. C, M. &St. P., with cattle guards 

May, Jas., Russell, v. C. , B. & Q. , to highway 

Meyer, Arend, Holland, v. B , C. R. & N., undergrade 

Miller, James T., Bristow. v. Dub. & Dak., impassable condition of 

Miller, J. H., Foster, v. C, M. &St. P., to highway 

Morrison, D., Arthur, v C. & N.-W., petition to repair under 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. C, M. & St. P., overhead farm 1886, 587; 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. C.,M. &St. P., board's decision discussed 

Supreme court's opinion in 

McGonegle, Jas., Delmar, v. C, M. &St. P., relocation 

Norton, B. P., Cresco, v. C. , M. & St. P., board's decision discussed 

Obye, L., Lohrville, V. C. & N.-W., undergrade 

Overholt, E. S., Wyoming, v. C. & N.-W., petition for under 

Pease. John, Farragut, v. C. B. &Q., petition for reopening farm .. . 

Peek. J W. Truro, v. D. M. & K. C. open 1895,193; 

Phipps. A. S., Farragut, v. C. , B. & Q. , open 

Pine, N. A. Algona, v. C: M. & St. P., undergrade 

Poorbaugh, H. Colfax, V. C, R. L & P., at grade 

Plato, O., for A. Bartlett, Correction ville, v. III. Cent., open crossing 

Pryor, A. M., Leon, V. D. M. & K. C, petition for farm 

Ryan, R. B. J., Leighton, v. C, R. I. & P., over 

Sackrider. D., Maquoketa, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 

Scanlon, Thomas, Grafton, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for farm 

Schade, Conrad, Glenwood, v. C , B. &Q., petition to leave, under bridge 

Schrimper, Mrs. F., Linn Junction, v. C.,M. & St. P., undergrade 

Schwab, L., Morning Sun, v. Iowa Cent., undergrade 

Sconce, W. F., Delphos, v. C, B. & Q , undergrade 

Smith, J. H.,Ira: v. C. G. W., petition to open farm crossing as per contract 

Smith, £. C, Crown, v. C, B. & Q., petition for under farm 

Stanton, Franklin, Shenandoah, v. O. & St. L., dangerous 

Stephens, A. C. , Gildden, v. C. & N.-W., petition for open farm 

Stouffer, G. H. , Marshalltown, v. C. G. W 

Stubbs, Hedrick, v. B. &. W., condition of 

Swain, J. W., Guthrie county, v. C. .M.&St. Paul., petition for under 

Swisher, J. D. W. . S'gourney, v. C, R. I. & P.. over 1895, 115; 

Taylor, W. L., Sibley, v. B., C. R. & N. . undergrade 

Tunniclifife, G. and C. , Bingham . v . O. & St . L. , petition for open 

Walker. H. , Logan, v. Ft. D. & O , location 

Wakeman, M. A.,Otho,v. M. &St. L., taking up plank 

Walleck, S. M., Shambaugh, v. C, B. & Q. , petition for open 

Walsh, J. H., Dickens, v. C, M. & St. P. , bridge 

Walters, H. F. , Rockwell City, v. III. Cent., undergrade 

Warfel, B. F. , Washington, v. C. , R. I. &P., under, for stock 

Welday, James, Fairchild, v. C, Ft. M. &D. M.,open 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, v. B., C. R. & N., petitionjor under 

Wamock, Alexander, case, petition for under 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, v. B.,C. R. & N. (test case), in court 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, attorney- general's report concerning 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, supreme court's opinion or discussion of 

Westhook, D. H., Letts, v. M. N & S., undergrade 

decree of district court in 

White, Dr. S. S. , Creston, v. C. , B. & Q., protest against filling under bridge 

Wilson, Isaac, Henderson, v. C, B. & Q. , open 

Zurcher, Parmersburg, V. C. , M. & St. P. , petition for under 
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Crossings Highway— 

At grade, their construction over station grounds discussed 

Expense of relocation must be bone by railroad company, opinion by attorney-general.. 

Discussion of 1896, 10; 1898, 7; 

Legislation recommended 1885, 60; 1889, 39; 

Jurisdiction of commission in ordering 1894, 172; 

Should railway companies grade full width on right of way? 

Undergrade and overhead discussed 

Number in Iowa 1893, i; 

Petitions for. Complaints Concerning— 

Adams, R. M., road supervisor, Clarke county, v. C, B. & Q 

Anderson, William M., St. Charles, v. D. M. & K. C, alley 

Anderson, Frank, Dawson, v. C. , M. &St. P. , concerning rights of county 

Arcadia, town of, v. C. , & N.-W., opening street 

Bargfriede, William et al . , Arcadia, v. C. , & N. -W , street crossing '. 

Baxter, township trustees of, v. C. G. W., dangerous 

Belmcnd. M. S , Paige of, v. M. , C. & F. D. , flagman for street crossing 

Binford, J. D., Allen's Grove, v. C, M. & St. P., unsafe condition of 

Boatwrigbt, G. J., Hastie, v. Wabash, petition for reopening of 

Buckley, D., New Hampton, v. C. G. W., unfit condition of 

Brooks, M., et. al., v. C, & N.-W., dangerous 

Bryan, J. C. , Bouton, v. C. , M. & St. P., petition for 

Buena Vista county, v. C. & N.-W., opening crossing 

Burch, A. M., road supervisor. Dixon, v. B. . C. R. & N. , defective 

Calhoun county, supervisor of, v. G. &N.'W. , improper construction 

Carpenter, for board of supervisors, Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent., petition for 

Cedar county, supervisors of, v. B. ,C. R. & N. , dangerous 

Cedar Rapids, township trustees of, v. C.,M. & St. P., dangerous 

Center township, Mills county, v. C. , B. & Q. , dangerous condition of 

Centerville, B. F. Kendigof, v. Iowa Cent. , condition of 

Chariton, G. J. Gittinger of, v. C..B. & Q. , establishment of 

Clarke, J. S. , Davis City, v. C. , B. &Q., opening street across right of way 

Coffin, L. S., V. 111. Cent, and M. & St. L. , dangerous at Ft. Dodge 

Comstock, J. L. et. al.. Hardy, v. B. , C. R. &N.. petition for street crossing 

Cordell, J. L., road supervisor, Boone, v. D. M.,N. &W., petition for 

Corsant, Benjamin, et. al., Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 

Corwith, citizens of, v. M. & St. L., petition for 

Crawford, M. A., Glard, v. CM. &. St. L., failure to plank. 

Davenport, township trustees of, v. C, R. I. &P., dangerous 

Davis, George W., mayor of Hastings, v. C, B. & Q., for flagman at . 

Davis, L. B., Bridgewater, v. C, B. &Q., petition for 

Dicker, F. E., Correctionville, v. C. &N.-W., relocation of highway 

Dodd, Andrew, Traer, v. B., C. R. & N 

Dundee, Arthur Lee of, v. C. G. W., establishment of 

Elkport, town of, v. C, M. &St. P., failure to plank 

Fayette, Joe Fockler of. v. C, M. & St. P., dangerous 

Felton, J . B. , supervisor, New Virginia, v. D. M. & K. C, defective 

Ferguson, W. P., county attorney, Page county, Shenandoah^ for board of supervisors, 
v. C, B. & Q., petition for highway crossing 1893, 26a; 

Ft. Dodge, city of, v. C, R. I. & P. and M. &St. L., overhead street 

Francis, P. H., Cedar Rapids, inquiry as to duty of railway company as to grade ...'... 

Frantz, S. G., Blairstown, v. C. & N.-W., petition for 

French, D. A., road supervisor. Rowan, v. B., C. R. &N , petition for 

Funk, J. H., Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent., dangerous and dark street crossing 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Murray, dangerous obstruction 

Graff, N. H., v. C. & N.-W., dangerous street crossing 

Haviland, D. A., Ft. Dodge, v. M. &St. L. and 111. Cent., dangerous 

Hersom, H., Diagonal, v. A. &S., highway 

Hill & Hall, Wesley, v. C. R., G. , &N.-W., street crossing in Ti tonka... 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county supervisors, v. C. & N -W., undergrade 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county, near Maurice 

Independence townshipf Jasper county, trustees of, v. W., I. & N., unsafe 
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Year Page 
Fktitions for, Complaints Concbrning— C^«/f««^</— 

Johnson, H. , Casey, t. C, R. I. & P., petition for 1895 i6s 

Jost, F. J., mayor of Rem sen, V. 111. Cent , defective, street 1892 839 

Keep, Fred A., Kock Rapids, v. C, M. &St. P., dangerous iiighway 1884 $9^ 

Kendig, B. F. , road supervisor, Center^ille, v. Iowa Cent. R'y, undergrade 1898 78 

Kincaid, A. W. . Mt. Pleasant, v. St. L., K. &N.-W., overhead, defective 1889 1085 

Kossuth county, R. A. Lyons of, v. C. & N.-W 1900 178 

Lamoille, trustees of, v. C. & N. -W. , unfit condition of 1896 170 

Latham, Fred, Ft. Dodge, v. 111. Cent. etal.. obstructing view of .' 1890 847 

Laubach, H. , Goldfield, v, C. &N.-W., highway 1894 254 

Louisa county supervisors V. Iowa Cent, et al. , undergrade 1896 34 

Lestina, road supervisors, Froelich, v. C, M. & St. P., overflow of 1897 119 

Long creek township, Van Wert, v. H.&S., overhead, too low 1897 124 

Luther, C. D.. road supervisor, Marcus, v. III. Cent., grading road crosHing...^ 1893 245 

Marshall county, supervisors of, v. C. &N.-W. , petition for new highway crossing on 

relocation of highway 1889 1064 

Marshall county, O. W. Hayne of. v. C. G. W. . repair of 1900 205 

Meyers, N. W. , Lamoille, v. C. &N. -W. , condition of approaches 1896 169 

McGregor, city of, v. C, M. & St. P. . over-crossing on highway 1889 1009 

McKimpson, L., Thayer, v. C. , B. &Q. , petition for 1897 112 

Merritt, George H. , Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., refusal to put in 1885 S69 

' Mitchellville v. C. , R. I. &P. , street across station grounds 1894 35^ 

Molsberry, M. M. , Clarksville, v. B. , C. R. & N. , highway crossing 1896 129 

Moon, C. H. , Ackworth, V. C, B. & Q. , dangerous approach to 1889 1047 

Moralee, C. , Allison, v. C. , St. P. & K. C. , petition for two highways 1891 $17 

Mouw, B. , et al. , Sioux Center, v. S. C. & N. , dangerous 1896 no 

Muddy, H. C. Wetter of, v. G. &N. -W. , improper construction 1900 176 

Murray, citizens of, v. C. , B. & Q. , obstruction of view at highway 1886 S65 

Nagle, Conrad, supervisor, Odebolt, v. C. &N. -W., defective highway 1892 827 

Neola v. C. , R. I. & P. andC. , M. & St. P., overhead street crossings 1892 80s 

Nicholas, James, road supervisor, Hamilton township, Iowa county, v. C. , M. & St. 

P., dangerous crossing near highway, Williamsburg 1891 795 

Page county, supervisor of, v. C. , B. & Q. , jurisdiction of commissioners in establish- 
ing highway crossings 1894 172 

Poffinberger, A., Marshall county, v. C. G. W. R*y, highway 1893 202 

Polk county, citizens of , v. C, St. P. & K. C, protest against dangerous 1887 718 

Portland township, Algona, v. C. & N.-W., petitfon for 1894 261 

Pottawattamie county, citizens of, v. CM. & St. P., better approaches to 1892 786 

Pottawattamie county v. O. & St. L. , petition to repair 1893 205 

Pundt, F. , Iowa county, v. C. , M. ife St. P., petition for 1893, 260; 1894 314 

Raymond, J. C, Algona, v. B., C. R. & N., opening of 1897 Si 

Raymond, J. C. Algona, v. C. &N.-W., failure to open 1898 71-76 

Raymond & Raymond, Algona, V. B. , C. R. & N. , at grade 1898 64 

Redmond, J. M. , Cedar Rapids, v. C. &N.-W., electric signal for 1893 137-138 

Richards, W. R. Owens of, v. III. Cent., excavation 1900 20S 

Rockwell City, incorporated town of, v. O. M. , N. &W., street crossing 1898 47 

Rogers. F. B., etal. . Britt, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1886 529 

Rogers, H. A., Boone, v. C. &N.-W., petition for 1887 777 

Ruehle, Charles, Ruthven, v. C. , R. I. & P., repairs on, drainage, etc 1894 302 

Russell, John W. ,et al., Kilduff, v. Central Iowa, petition for 1884 S27 

Ru8S«ll, Town of, v. C, B. & Q , establishment of street 1900 204 

sidewalk 1900 iS7 

Ruthven, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P., over station grounds 1886 s6i 

Schooler, Peter, Summerset, v. C, R I. &P., petition for highway crossing 1886 S9o 

Simpson, J. H., Rock Valley, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 189s 225 

Sprague, J. F. Russell, v. C, B. & Q.. complaint should show what street 1898 42 

Steamboat Rock, citizens of, v. la. C, street crossing at grade 1896 32 

Thomas, A. O., Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W. , across station grounds 1893 156 

Titonka, on C. R., G. & N.-W. , opening street in '. 1899 no 

Tamer, John, supervisor, Lenox., v. C. , B. & Q. , petition for 1892 825 

Union township, Boone county, trustees of, v. M. & St. L. defective 1886 584 

Vincent, Leon, et al., Ft. Dodge, v. D. & S. C. (111. Cent.), overhead 1893 148 
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Walnut, township trustees of, C, R. I. & P., overhead 1899 S4 

Wall Lake, township trustees v. C. & N. W., bridge over stream 1900 141 

Wall Lake township trustees V 111. Cent., overhead 1900 ax6 

Wells. L. , township clerk, Mallard, v. C, R. L & P., petition for 1892 801 

Woodford, S, C. , road supervisor, Clay, v. la. Cent., petition for 1895 148 

Yates, William, Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., petition for and cattle guard 1884 s63 

Zenor, W. H., road supervisor, Ontario, v. C. &N.-W., petition for 1894 320 

Crossings AT station GkouNDS— see Otsiruclion; also Crossings^ Highway. 

Crossings Blockaded by Trains— see Obstructing Streets. 

Crossing, Street, Blockaded with Trains- see Obstruction. 

Crossing Stops— 

Adel, citizensof, v. D. M. & Ft. D., failure to let passengers off 1882 5S8 

Altoona, citizensof, v. C. R. I. & P., failure to stop at intersection 1894 181 

Bennett, L. D. , Mason City, V. B., C. K. & N., failure to stop 1892 8SS 

Boyd, J. 1., Herndon, v. C, M. & St. P. failure to stop 1884 S9S 

Carr, C. W., etal., Dow City, v. C. &N.-W. , failure to stop at Arion 1894 33° 

Doughty, B. F. , andC. W. Carr, Dow City, v. C. & N.-W., failure to stop 1894 330 

Dunsmore, N. , Rockwell, v. Central Iowa, failure to stop . 1882 $39 

Foster, W. J., Clarksville, v. B.. C. R. & N. R'y, failure to stop 1884 546 

Requirement concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 

Crossing— Railroad— 

Adequate, should be defined by legislative enactment 1892 29 

At grade, dangerous 1892 28 

At grade, discussed 1888,23:1899 11 

At grade, laws of various states concerning 1887 711 

Connection at grade 1884 79 

Intersecting 1884 78 

Crossing over railroad, what constitutes "an adequate crossing" 1893 23 

Requirements concerning stopping of trains at 1884 8s 

Complaints Concerning— 

C.,Ft. M.&D. M. R. R. Co..v. C..B. & Q. and St. L.,K. & N.-W., petition for grade 1890 926 

C. & N.-W. R'y Co. V. S. C. & N., protest against grade at Maurice 1889 1014 

C, R. I. &P. R'y Co. V. C, St. P. & K. C, at grade 1887 735 

C, R. I. & P. R'y Co. V. F. M. &D. M., at Grade at Libertyville 1892 743 

C.,R. I. & P. V. D. L & D. R. R. Co., in Muscatine county 1888 829 

Humeston & Shen. R. R. Co. v. C, St. P. & K. C, at grade ,.. 1887 709 

111. Cent, and Ced. Falls & Minn v. Waverly short line, et al., at grade 1886 576 

111. Cent. R'dCo. V. C, M. &St. P., at btorm Lake 1899 loi 

111. Cent. R'dCo. v.C, M. & St. P., at Arion 1899 102 

Lake Manawa R'y Co. v. C. , R. I. & P. et al., at grade in city 1887 739 

Law requiring, discussed 1884 8$ 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge R. R. Co. v. Crooked Creek R'y Co., at grade 1887 732 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizensof, v. C. & N.-W., etal., at grade 1887 754 

Webster City &C. C. R. R. Co. v M. C. & Ft. D., arbitration 1886598,601 

CuLLOM Investigation Committee from United States senate... 188s 32 

DAMAGES TO Property when shipped at owner's risk, company not liable when less 

rate is given in consideration of such release 1890 878 

— see, also. Owner's Risk. 
Damages Resulting From Failure to Receive Cars for Shipments— see Failure to 

furnish cars. 
Damages from Firk Set By Engine— see, also. Fire set by Engine. 
Damages— 

Allee. S. R. , Lynnville, v. Iowa Cent., delay in handling poultry 1891 769 

Ashburn, J. M.,Lamoni, v. C, B. & Q. , delay in furnishing car for stock 1889 989 

Axman. John, Dedham, V. C. , M. & St. P. , neglect of stock in transit 1889 i049 

Ayers & Co., Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P., goods broken interstate 1882 41s 

Babcock, G. E., Ft. Dodge, v. D. M. & F. D.. for right of way i88s, 543; 1886 523 

Bangs, A. A.. Dows, v. C, St. P., M. & O. and C. & N.-W. , delay in transit 1891 775 
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Bazeley. B. Paullina, v. C. &N.-W., claims for additional right of way 1887 702 

Beach, A. B., Pattersonville, v. C, M. & St. P., delay of agricultural inaplements 18^4 S08 

Beck, M., Marcus, v. III. Cent., butter, lack of refrigerator car 1893 202 

Beeson, R. B., Pattersonville, v. B., C R. & N. etal., delay of live stock 1883 726 

Benedict, George, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P. , to goods in transit 1882 SS3 

Block, M., Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W. , delay in fo'rwarding sample trunk 1892 853 

Bond, N. J., Council Blutts, v. Wabash, failure to furnish cars 1882 4S1 

Bousquet, H. F , Pella, v. C, R. I. & P., to goods in transit 1882 S35 

Brodsky, L. , Plover, v. C, K. I. & P., to hay in transit on account of delay 1889 1080 

Brown, G. H., Pilot Mound, v. M. & St. L. , failure to fence 1884 499 

Brown, H. C, Dumont.v. C. G. W., live stock killed in transit, claim for 1893 207 

Brown, W. R., Wallingford, v. C. M. & St. P. R'y, delay of live stock 1883 687 

Bulla & Hammer, Macedonia, v. C, M.&St.P., delay in delivery 1883 620 

Butz Bros. & Co., Des Moines, v C. B. & Q. , delay of fruit in transit .* 1886 491 

Campbell, Daniel, Blcnco. v . S. C . & P and C. & N. - W. . owner's risk 1882 4&5 

Cassadv & Whitney, Whitioj,'. v C. & N -W., death of hogs in transit 1887 765 

Childs, H, A. Lenox, v. C, B. & Q , to goods in transit 1887 762 

Chapin, W. E , Des Moines, v. C , R. I. & P. , carried past station 1887 759 

Chantland. Thomas, Badger, v. C , R. I. & P., delay of live stock 1885 531 

Clark, Rev. S. F., Nassau, v. B., C. R. & N , ejectment from train 1S87 696 

Currier. J P . Melrose, v. C, B. & Q., delay of grain in transit 1883 S87 

Cutler & Lindon, Rockford, v. B., C. R. & N . delay in transit 1883 665 

Doyle, CbarlesT.. Panora, v. C. & N.-W., delay of household goods 1R83 638 

Duffus & Currough, Malcoro, v C. R. I. & P.. goods broken in transit 1H91 739 

Earle, W. C. Waukon, v. C, M. & St P., delay in handling live stock 1883 719 

Eaton. M.W., Waukon, v. C. , M.&St. P.. delay of livestock in transit 1886 555 

Eaton, M. W.. V. C, M. & St. P., to live stock in transit 1887 741 

Flanders. M. D , Hamilton, v C, B. &Q., breakage of machinery in transit 1889 1044 

Glover, H. B. &Co., Dubuque, v. B.. C. R. & N., delay in shipping goods 1883 692 

Goodwin, Mrs P., Traer, v. C , R I. & P , delay and detention of baggage 1883 645 

Hall, James, Milo, v. C , B. & Q , burning of hedge by section men 1883 653 

Hanger, J., et al.. Sac City, v. C. & N.-W., changing grade of side track 1890 923 

Hanna, J. Q. , Goldfield. v. C.&N.-W., violation of right of way contract 1882 422 

Harris, H. W., Perry, v. D. M. & Ft. D., stock killed on highway crossing 1883 694 

Haskins, A. N., Estherville, v. B., C. R. & N. , fire from locomotive 1883 $4^ 

Heizer, M. & Son, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., damage to goods in transit 1892 832 

Hexter, David, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., perishable freight 1892 857 

Hoeck, C.H., Marshalltown, v. Wabash R'y Co., private claim 1889 1082 

Hoefer, L., Kearney, Neb., v. C, R. I. & P. and U. P 1883 7V. 

Hoffman, M. P., Redding, v. C, B. & Q., live stock died in transit 1884 S04 

Hornaday, C. A.. Unionville. v. C, R. I. & P. , failure to deliver freight 1882 481 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, v. H. & S. R. R. Co., lack of refrigerator car 1884 567 

Hull, J. B., Ft. Dodge, v. C. & N.-W., negligence and damage 1881 137 

Humphrey, J. M., Lovilla. v. W., St. L. & P., to live stockat highway 1887 697 

Hutton & Durette, Randolph, v C.,B. & Q. , to stock in transit 1882 421 

Jesmer & Day, Clark, v. C. M. & St. P., delay in forwarding merchandise 1884 584 

Johnson, S. E., Richland, V. Central Iowa and C, R. I. & P., to eggs 1884 543 

Johnston, W. F. , Toledo, v. B. , C. R. & N , delay and decline in price 1885 SS4 

Leech, J. F., Mt. Pleasant, concerning contract of release from liability from damage 

by fire 1897 155 

Kline, Bennett, Manson. v. III. Cent., to coal thrown from car 1896 144 

Majors, C. V. , with Omaha Rubber Co., v. C, B. & Q., delay of baggage 1891 787 

Maple, £. B., Clarinda, v. C, B. & Q., from fire by lightning 1886 s6o 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C. , B. & Q , to butter, delay in transit 1882 497 

Matthews, William R., Sully, v. Central Iowa, right of way damages 1887 763 

McCosky, J. K., Onawa. v. S. C. & P.. to stove pipe from water 1884 S99 

McCracken, C. S., Rock Valley, v. Adams Ex. Co., to books in transit 1892 8S3 

McNaughton, M. N. , Villisca, v. C. , B. &Q., stock drowned by back water 1887 766 

Meade, S. K., Rockwell City. v. C. & N.-W., erroneous delivery of goods 1892 853 

Melrose, N. M., Goldfield, v. C. & N.-W., failure to deliver at station 1884 s6o 

Moiling, Frank, Milwaukee, v. B. , C. R. &N. , to goods in transit 1896 84 
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Miley, Eli, Benton, v. C. G. W., injury to stock in transit 1893 233 

Nickson, John, Wacousta, v. C. &N.-W., to stock in transit 1883 S74 

Rafif, Peter, Maxwell, V. C, M.& St. P., to goods in transit 1883 s8o 

Reid, Chas. , Wessington, Dak., v. B., C. R. & N., for personal injury 1883 S79 

Riche, W. S. , Muscatine. V. B , C. R. &N.. delay of melons in transit i88a 418 

Richid, W. S., Muscatine, v. B., C. R. & I^., erroneous delivery of oats 1884 So7 

Robinson, William, Ft. Dodge, v. III. Cent., damages to potatoes in transit 1889 1069 

Royce, L., Malcom, v. C. , R. 1. & P., damages to machinery in transit . 1888 835 

Runyon, A. G., Webster City, v B., C. R. & N. , expiration of excursion ticket .. .. i88s S^S 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. C, B.&Q.etal., to perishable goods 1883 SSo 

Shanks & Coats West Mitchell, v. Central Iowa, to goods in transit, refusal of carriers 

to comply with board's decision 1884 S39 

Shepard Bros., Fruitland, v. C. , R. I. & P., delay in forwarding melons .. 1889 1031 

Sibley & bo. , State Center, v.C. &N.-W., to eggs frozen in transit 1889 1030 

Smith, C. W., Belmond, v. M. C. &Ft.D., snow drifting in car of oats 188S 672 

Snow, £., Grinnell, V. C, R. I. & P., to goods in transit 1884 sn 

Stevens, Charles, Donnellson. v. C, R. I. & P. andC, B. &Q., patatoes frozen 1892 851 

Sylvester & Topliff, Davis City. v. C. B. &Q., goods lost and broken — 1892 831 

Tucker & Sim ms, Bussey, V. C. , B. & Q., to goods in transit 1896 136 

Vorse, Frank W., Des Moines, v. Wabash, St. L. & P., goods lost 1883 69a 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C. , R.I. &P., to merchandise in transit 1888 716 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C.,R. I. &P., for injury to goods in transit 1890 874 

Wasson, J . A . , Roscoe, Kan . , v C . , M . & St . P. , on account delay in transit 1883 6s6 

Way & Pickard, Cedar Falls, v. B. , C. R. & N. , from failure to furnish cars 1883 559 

Wilbur & Cook, Mt. Ayr, v. H. & S., erroneous billing, shipment missent 1889 10^ 

Williams, V. J. &Co. , Dubuque, v. C. & N.-W., to goods in transit 1883 6a8 

Wilson, J. F. , Jolly, v. D. M. . N & W , fire set by section men 1897 150 

Windell, W. S. , Castalia, v.C, M. & St. P., carried past station 189a 86a 

Wishard, W. H.,Wellman, v. B., C. R. & N .togoodsln transit 1898 57 

Withington, H. H., Toledo.v. B., C. R. &. N. and C. &N.-VV., to live stock 1888 541 

Woodman, A. J., Russell, V. C, B. &Q., to sheet iron by water . 1884 568 

Woren, H. A., Belknap, V. C, R. I. P., in handling butter 1884 586 

Dangerous Crossings, Electric Signals AT—see Electric Signals. 

Dangerous Location of Depot— see Odstntction to View of Htghwa Crossing. 

Davenport Shippers of. Complaint of on Rates— see Rates. 

Decrease of RATEs—see Rates. 

Definition op Switch— see Switch. 

Delay in Transit— see, also. Damages. 

Delay- see, also, Damages. 

Blanch, John S., Nugent, v. 111. Cent., in delivering goods .. 1886 522 

Brodsky, L. , Plover, v.C. , R. I. &P., damage to hay on account of delav 1889 1080 

Butz Bros. &Co., Des Moines, v. C. , B. &Q., delay in fruit shipments 1886 491 

Cameron, W. W., Mason City, v. Central Iowa, et al , damage to live stock 1888 734 

Campbell & Mehlman, Massena, v. C, B. &Q., in handling loaded cars 1889 1016 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C. , B. & Q 1900 162 

Casey & Dolan, Griswold, V. C, B. & Q., in shipment of live stock 1887 782 

Coad, N. G. O., Hull, v. C, M. & St. P , in oilshipments 1896 114 

Evans, A., & Co., Onawa, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B., household goods 1886 481 

Gillette, A. H ., Fort Madison, v. C. & N.-W., etal.. of household goods 1889 1043 

Great Western Fuel Co., Gilmore, V. C. & N.-W.. jn shipment of coal 1887 691 

Hancock, John T. & Sons, Dubuque, v. B., C. R. & N. , of merchandise in transit . .. 1880 109 

Hancock, John T., Dubuque, V. B., C. R. & N., delay in transit 1884 521 

Hobart, C. A., Defiance, v. CM. & St. P , coal 1900 175 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, V. C, M. & St. P., of tent in transit 1896 150 

Kelley, J. W. & Son, Osceola, V. C, B. & Q.. in handling coal 1885 5i3 

Kiron & McKay, Waucoma. v. C. St. P. & K. C. andC. M. &St. P., flour 1892 855 

McConnell, S. R. & I. C. , Burlington, v. C, R. I. & P., delay transporting and deliv- 
ering goods 1892 851 

McDonald, T. B., Lovilla, v. Wabash Western, in delivery of goods 1888 716 

Moody, H. H., Greeley, T C, M. & St. P.. on account of strike 1888 707 

O'Neal, Felix & Co., Aurelia, v. Ill, Cent., in transit 1884 578 
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Pierce & Glass, Winfield, v. B. & N.-W, in shipment of tile 1899 90 

Roberts, Virgil, Knoxville, ▼. C, B. &Q., nursery stock 1900 191 

Toft. K. , Estberville, v. C. & N.-W. . damage to live stock on account of 1888 750 

Tube Rose Creamery, Corning, v. C . , B. & Q. , of butter in transit 1888 736 

Rhodes, A., Rhodes, v. C. , M. & St. P., in receiving butter 1898 74 

Sanford, W. H., Amber, v. C. M. &St. P., in handling merchandise 1892 798 

Schnepf, M., East Elk port, v. C, M. & St. P., in handling freight 1899 73 

Shepard Bros , Fruitland, ▼. C, R. I. & P., in transporting melons 1889 1031 

Spies & Son, Oraettinger, v. B. , C. R. &N., declining stock market 1892 865 

Witmer, F. R. & Son, Mingo, v. C, St. P. & K. C, in handling goods 1892 849 

Deuvbry, What Constitutes 1885 55s 

Demurrage— 

Butler, William, Clarinda, v. Wabash, loading cars from wagons 1883 7xi 

Bebbington, George, Council Blufifs, v. , time allowed for loading 1892 843 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. 111. Cent., charges .. 1899 120 

Campbell & Mehimam. Massena, v. C, B.&Q., delay in forwarding freight 1889 10x7 

Cars loaded from wagons, same rates as when loaded from elevators 1884 SaS 

Discussion of 1888 676 

Hoffman, A. G.. Plato, v. B. , C. R. &N., reciprocity in demurrage charges 1893 233 

Kline, Bennett, Manson, v. Illinois Central, time for unloading cars 1896 144 

Lefferts, C . S. , Council Bluffs, inquiry concerning 189S 228 

Montzheimer, O. H., Primghar, v. Illinois Central, inquiries concerning 1893 234 

Pickering, J . C. , Cedar Rapids, inquiry concerning 1899 114 

Red Oak. trustees of, v. C. , B. & Q.. time for loading and unloading cars 1882 5S4 

Rothchild. O. & Co., Davenport, v. C. & N.-W., on cars detained 1887 783 

Soutbside Ice Co. , Centerville, time allowed for unloading cars 1898 51 

Tasker, K. S. , Onslow, v. C. & F.-W., on erroneous weight 189s 182 

Depot Grounds, Additional Lands for— Power of company to condemn 1884 86 

Depot GrounuS, Condemning Lands for— see Condemnation Proceedings. 

Depots, etc.. Dangerous Location of— see Stations: also Obstruction to Vieiu of 
Highway Crossing-. 

Depots, Union— see Union Depots. 

Detbnsion— See Damages. 

Dey, Peter A . , commissioner, paper on reasonable rates 1893 40a 

Dissenting opinion of, in Iowa rate case 1894 229 

Paper on pooling 1894 363 

Direct Route, most, shipper entitled to rates based on 1892 841 

Discrimination— 
In rates— see Rates. 
In furnishing cars- see Failure to Furnish Cars. 
In granting sites— see Sites. 
In granting monopoly of shipping facilities against public policy — see Monopoly. 

In inspection of butter and eggs shipments 1893 234 

Against towns in rates 1885 44 

Laws against, obeyed in letter, violated in spirit 1878 16 

In use of private cars 1891 30 

J ust and unjust— see, also. Just Discrimination 1880, 179; 1884 75 

Law prohibiting , 1888 31 

In passenger rates 1891 759 

Discussion of, by L. S. Coffin 1883 86 

Complaints Concerning— 

Adsit, Silas, Colfax, v. C, R. I. & P., in refusing to stamp excursion tickets i88s S7x 

Ames, M. Y. , Marcus, v. Illinois Central, in size of cars furnished 1886 ^\b 

Anderson, T., Rockford, 111., v. C, M. & St. P., jewelry sample trunks: 1885 S4i 

Arnold, J. M., Davis City, v. C. , B. & Q. , in rates an posts 1888 731 

Atkins & Sons, Osceola, v. C. , B. & Q., in furnishing cars 1881 127 

Baker Bros., Ottumwa, v. C. , R. I. & P., special rates on butter and eggs 1880 74 

Baker Wire Co. , Des Moines, Various Railways, in carload rates 1887 714 

Ball & Minert, Bristow, v. Dubuque & Dakota, in live stock rates 1885 Sit 

Barrett, J. E. & Son, Mt. Vernon, v. C. & N.-W., in rates on fiour 1886 48a 

Beeman, C D., Waukon. v. C, M. & St. P., interstate in rates 1897 96 
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Bellamy & Sons, Knoxille, v. Various Railway Lines, in rates 1882 493 

Bingham Alliance, v. Wabash, against shippers who load from wagons 1884 s^S 

Blow, M. , Estherville, v. B.. C. R. &. N. , refusal to lease site for coaI shed 1886 497 

Board of Trade and Henry Coker, Council Bluffs, v . C. , R. I. & F. , coal 1888 834 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. C. , R. I. & P., in honoring round trip ticicets 1890 939 

Brechtbill & Bvers, Berlin, v. C. , St. P. & K. C, cars for certain markets 1890 932 

Burlington, shippers of, v. B. , C R. & N. , in local Iowa rates 1890 869 

Bussard, J. & Co., Imogene, v. Wabash, St. L. & P.. in coal rates 1884 497 

Butler, William, Clarioda, v. Wabash, on grain when loaded from wagons • 1883 711 

Byram, M. W. , Fremont, v. Iowa Cent., in sale of round trip tickets 1891 727 

Campbell, F. R., Bismarck, v. C, M. & St. P., in sale of excursion tickets J892 849 

Clark & Shute. Geneva, v. Iowa Cent. , in coal rates, schedule fixed 1880 28 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. &N.-W. , in coal rates 18S4 SS9 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. &N.-W. , in rates on coal and overcharge 1884 589 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v . Crooked Creek R'd, in furnishing cars 1898 16 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade, v. K. C. St. J. & C. B. and Pullman Palace Car Co. . in 

sleeping car accommodations 1888 702 

Council Bluffs, citizens of, v. Union Pacific, against Council Bluffs 1886 $30 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade v. various lines, in inspection service. 1889 977 

Crystal Mill Co. , Council Bluffs, v. pool lines, in classifying flour 1883 701 

Crystal Mill Co. , Council Bluffs, in flour rates 1883 715 

Crystal Mill & Grain Co., Council Bluffs, v. C. R 1. & P. et al. , ia coal rates 1896 165 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B. , C. R.& N. and C.,R. 1. & P,, against local and in.favor of 
interstate shipments, in withdrawing and refusing joint tariffs on local business while 
permitting same on interstate business; in delaying local shipments by compelling re- 
billing at West Liberty, and forwarding interstate shipments in special car attached to 

passenger train .18891023-1087 

Diamond Jo line of steamers v. C, B. & Q., in prepayment of charges 1889 1074,1077 

Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of freight 1884 sSo 

Dudley, W., Churdan, v. D M. N. & W. , in freight rates 1899 83 

Dunwoodle, Jos., Cylinder, v. C. ,M. & St. P., in refusing to stop trains 1891 739 

Dusey, H. et al., Creston, v. C. ,B.& Q. R.R.Co .refusal to carry mechanic's tool-box as 

baggage 1885 513 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, v. C, M.&St. P. andB..C. R. &N., stock rates 1886 508 

Farley, J. M., Whittemore, V. C, M. & St. P., in furnishing cars 1898 44 

Fonda Implement Co. V. D. M. N. & W., in short haul rates 1896 137 

Fowler Company, The, Waterloo, v. Ill Cent, in rates on apples 1886 484 

Frazier & Ballou, Primghar, v. D. &S. C. (111. Cent.), in furnishing cars ... 1890 940 

Fritz & Douglass, Waverly, v. III. Cent, et al. , in not applying commissioners' schedule 

of rates .... .... 1889 1062 

Gaily, W. H., Zearing, v. Cent. Iowa, cars loaded from wagons 188s 573 

Gray, M. J., Ledyard, V. C. & N.-W., in shipment of hay 1895 168 

Green, J. A. , et al. Stone City, v. C, M. & St. P. , in requiring shippers to protect cars 

for stone shipments at private expense 1892 860 

Hackmen of Sioux City V. all railways, in omnibus privileges 1890 881 

Hale, George H., Washington, v. C, R. 1. &P. , in grain rates 1887 726 

Hallack, W. B. . Winthrop, v. HI. Cent. , in rates on live stock 1889 loSo 

Hanner, J. R. A., Delmar, v. C , M. & St. P., in passenger fares 1896 112 

Harmon, A. B. , Havelock, v. C. & N.-W., in rates 1888 746 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, v. C, R. I. &P., in distribution of cars 1882 489 

Hill, John N., Fort Dodge, V. M. & St. L., in freight rates 1882 5S7 

HiseBros. , Washington, v. C, R. I. &P., refrigerator cars 1886 568 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., in side-track privileges and site 1890 887 

Hummer Co. , George, Iowa City, v. B.. C. R. & N., in classification 1880 iS3 

Huntington, William, Calmus, v. C. &N.-W. , in coal rates 1888 695 

Independence Mill Co. v. III. Cent. andC. M. & St. P.. on wheat and flour 1882 413.444 

Iowa Flour and Oil Co. , Des Moines, V. C, R. I. & P., in flour rates. 1888 694 

Iowa State Jobbers and Mfrs. .Assn v. Iowa trunk lines, in rates 1885 535 

Irwin, Phillips & Co. , Keokuk, v. D. M. & Ft. D., in merchandise rates 1880 71 

Jameson, G. O., Clarion, v. M. C. &Ft. D,, in rates on grain, coal, etc 1888 713 

Jansen, .Anton, Haverhill, v. C, M. & St. P , in furnishing shipping facilities 1888 828 
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Year Page 
Complaints CovcERHwa—Copi/inued— 

Jerome, F. H.,Villisca, v.C.,B. & Q. . in corn rates ■ 1882 44S 

Johnson, J., Huxley, v. C, M. &St, P., in corn rates 1887 681 

Kanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, v. Wabash, in corn rates 1883 704 

-Keeler, A., Imogene, v. C, B. &St. L.. in rates on posts 18S6 582 

Keokuk & D. M. Ry. Co. v. D. M. & Ft. D. R. R. Co., in forwarding cars 1878 5 

Knowles, W. F.. James, V. C, St. P., M. & O., in sale of tickets 1898 138 

Larrabee, Gov. William, v. C, B. &Q., in coal rates 1887624,670 

Leese & Long, Crawfordsville, v, B. & N.-W. , rates on lumber 1881 126 

Lighthall, B., Alden, V. HI. Cent., in rates 1882 564 

Long:, G. I., Manson, v. C, R. 1. & P.. in grain rates to Chicago 1889 1093 

Maiden, T. £., etal., Manson, v. 111. Cent. R. R. Co , in lumber rates 1883 611 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Cent. Iowa, in elevator privileges 1885 S74 

McNutt, H. S., Algona, V. C, M. & St. P., in furnishing cars 1891 826 

Merrill & Co., Ottumwa, V. Cent. Iowa, in rates 1881 134 

Merrill, J. H. & Co., Ottumwa, V. K. &VV., in freight charges 1888 739 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, V. C. & N.-W.. in carload rates 1883 678 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Anderson. 1883 683 

Mooney & Jones, St. Anthony, v. Cent. Iowa, in coal rates 1884 S^o 

Nye. J. P., Essex, V. C, B. &Q. R. R. Co., in corn rates 1883 7*4 

Nonpareil Printing Co. v. Various Lines, in newspaper privileges 1892 8S7 

Parker, S. F., Eastville, v. C.&N.-W., in rates— minimum charge 1882 4S7 

Pritchard & Skewis, Inwood, V. C, M & St. P., in lumber rates ... x888 704 

Rand Lumber Co., Burlington, v. C, B. & Q., in rates — 1882 550 

Red Oak, township trustees of, etal., v. C. , B ikQ., in rates and rebates 1882 554 

Red Oak, township trustees of, etal., v. C. , B. &Q., against small shippers 1882 554 

Riley, W. H., Crawfordsville, v. B. & N>-W., in rates on lumber 1880 147 

Roberts, C. L. , Grinnell, v. C, R. I. & P., in side track facilities 1889 1027 

Rosa, Albert, Waukon, v. C, M &St. P., in corn rates to Chicago •1882 484 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, v. HI. Cent , in rates on marble 1883 689 

Schell, F. J., Breda, v. C & N.-W.. in furnishing cars 1891 i«28 

Shaver & Do ws, Cedar Rapids, v. Joint Western Classification, crackers 1883 659 

Shepherd & Carpenter, Iowa City, v. C, R. I. & P. and B., C. R. &N., in rates to non- 
competing points .. 1883 637 

Shinnon, Thos., Rolfe, v. C, R I. &P., in stock rates to Chicago 1898 79 

Smith & Boynton, Spencer, v. C, M. & St. P., in coal rates i88s S24 

Smith Bros., Waterloo, v. B., C. R. & N., in hard coal rates . . 1883 676 

Smith. J. N., Fairfield, V. C, B. & Q., in size of cars, etc 1883 647 

Spencer Bros , Randolph, v. C, B. & Q., in rates and overcharge 1882 S40 

State of Iowa, by Governor Larrabee, in coal rates 1887624,670 

Steer, William M., West Branch, v. B., C. R. & N.,on coal and mileage ticket 1884 SS7 

Stevenson, C. E., Rockwell City, V. D. M. N. & W., in passenger fares 189s 183 

Sullivan, J. W. , etal., Algona, v. C. &N.-W., in sale of excursion tickets 1892 847 

Taylor, J. C, Des Moines, V. C, B. & Q., in freight rates 1882 S3i 

Toledo, Peoria & Warsaw Ry. v. B., C. R. & N , in bridge privileges 1878 28 

Tomlinson, R. B. &Co , Cedar Rapids, v. 111. Cent., 1,000-mile tickets 1882 436 

Vincent, T. F., Union Stock Yards, Des Moines, v. C, R. 1. P., in switching charges, 

etc 1896 105 

Way & Packard, Cedar Falls, v. B., C. R. & N., in allowing damages 1883 5^9 

Wells, W. W., Webster City, v. W. C. & S. W., in coal rates and site 1889 1045 

Westphal, Hinds & Co , Dubuque, v. B.. C. R. &N., in classification 1881 125 

White & Kline, Meriden, v. III. Cent. , in furnishing cars 1896 148 

Williams, £. D., Given, v. Cent. Iowa, in distribution of cars 1881 126 

Williams, George T., Ida Grove, v. C. & N.-W., in rates 1884 s8i 

Wilson, John L , West Liberty, v. C, R. I. & P., rebates 1885 504 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, v. C, M. & St. P., grain and live stock 1883 70S 

York, Joseph, Zenorsville, v. C. & N.-V/., in coal rates 1888 669 

Distribution of Cars— 

Equitable rule for in time of scarcity 1888, 719; 1889, 996; 1892, 827 

Consolidation Coal Co. v. Cent. Iowa 1878 23 

Howard & Son, Oskaloosa, v. Cent. Iowa, discrimination in 1881 130 

Johnson, T. N., Reasoner, V. C, R. I & P. , discrimination in 1881 131 
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Year Patpe 
Diversion of Business— see, also, Freight. 

Melott, E. H., Offden, v. C. & N.-W., discrimination in 1881 141 

Stocker, J. W., Logan, v. C. & N.-W., discrimination in 1881 lar 

Clow, W. D., Traer, v. B., C. R. & N., of freight i88s ^i 

Norman, citizens of, v. M. &St. L.. building side track 1887 68$ 

Read, W. H., Vinton, v. B . C. R. & N., of grain 1886 491 

Division of Rates to Short Lines— see Percentages and Short Lines. 

Division and Percentages in Pools— see Pooling. 

Dodge, Gen. G. M., "Railroad Situation in the West" 1888 39 

Drainage— see, also, Obstruction and Overfiotv. 

DutT of railway company in relation thereto 18S4 86 

In relation to railroad crossings : 1887 735 

Dubuque & Dakota Railroad, history of 1879 108 

Dubuque, Shippers of, Complaints on Rates— see Rates. 

Dynamite, Explosion of, at Council Bluffs— see Explosion. 

EARNINGS. 

Average per mile under Granger tariff 1878 62 

Of branch lines 1889 loos 

Of fictitious capital and miles of road built therefrom, table of i8qi 36,37 

Discussed in letter of W. G. Purdy. vice-president C. , R. 1 & P. Ry. Co 1889 8 

In excess of 6 per cent on I30, 000 per mile, 1874 to 1888 1891 36. 37 

Increase over previous year 1880 160 

Increase under commissioners' rates— see Rates. 

In Iowa, difficulty of obtaining satisfactory information concerning 1889 7 

In Iowa, 1887-1891, compared 1891 16 

Compared 1900 8 

per mile greater than in Nebraska 1894 198 

comparative table in Iowa, 1887 to 1894, inclusive 1^4 214 

comparative table 1878-1899 inclusive 1899 6 

decrease of state and interstate in 1894. compared with 1893 ^^ 2^5 

decrease not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 216 

decrease of on account of crop failure and business depression 1895 iv 

Losses in. from low rates at competitive points must be made up at non-competing 

stations 1882 48 

Under commissioners' rates 1891 13 

Effect of Commissioners' Rates on Iowa Kokvs— see Rates, Freight. 
Ejection From Train.— 

Clark, Rev. S. F.. Nassau, v. B , C. R. &N., wrongful 1887 676 

Marron, J. P.. Jackson Jet. , V. C. , M. & St P. , wrongful 1899 57 

Ovren, Olof, Sioux Rapids, v. C. & N. - W. , failure to purchase ticket J891 780 

Potter, John, Lynville, V. C, R. I. & P., wrongful 1890 898 

Electricity.— 

Possibility of electricity superseding steam as motive power 1891 2$ 

Signal, electric, at dangerous crossing 1892. 806; 1893 138 

Elevation of Railroads— see Topographical Discussion . 
Elevator— 

Right of company to order removal of when obstructing view of crossing 1886 $66 

Capacity of, inquiry concerning 1899 87 

Elevator Sites— see Sites. 

Elevator, Forced Removal of— see Sit''. 

Eminent Domain, Power of, in Condemning Depot Grounds— see Condemnation 

Proceedings. 
Employes— 

Comparative table for years 1899, 12; 1900 9 

Decrease in number of, account of crop failure . 189s iv 

Hours of service of, should be limited by statute 1891 18 

Number of 1879 5o.i3« 

Number and compensation of, decrease in 1894 compared with 1893 1894 215,216 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 316 

Reduction of number in, discussed 1891 17 
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Year Page 

Employbs and Salaries in Iowa, com parati re table of 1893, 9; 1894, 216; 1900 9 

In Iowa 189a 13,14 

Engines, Increased Capacity op 1898 4* S 

Creaton, citizens of, t. C. B. &Q., employed on account of strike 1887 787 

Year Page 
Engineers' Strike— see Strikes. 

English commissioner system 1878 57 

Equalized Rates— see Rates. 

Equipment— 
Carriers must anticipate and provide sufficient for ordinary business, but not for unex- 
pected or extraordinary demands 189s 761 

What constitutes adequate 1891 833 

Cost of— see Cost. 

Refusal of Company to Send Off Its Own Line— see Re/useU to Receive and For- 
ward Freight ; also, Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Errors by Agents in Quoting Rates; Liability of Carriers For— see Liakility. 

Establishment of Stations— see Stations. 

Excess Baggage Charges— see Baggage Charges. 

Excessive Capitalization— see CaPitalisaiion and Watered Stoch. 

Excessive Express Charges— see Express Charges. 

Excessive Rates— see Rates, 

Excessive Hours for Train Men. 
Ogilvie. C. G., Muscatine, v. C, R. L&P 1897 79 

Exclusive use of Station Grounds, must not be granted to one person 1890 893-895 

Excursion Rates— see Rates 

Excursion Tickets— 

Adsit, Silas, Colfax, V. C R. I. & P., refusal to stamp excursion tickets 188S S7i 

Canfield, Lee, Benson, v. 111. Cent., failure to sell as advertised 1900 i6s 

Von Rolf, Th. , West Union, v. B., C. R. &N., failure to honor x89S aoo 

Rights of holders of, after limitation has expired i88s S^S 

Expenses— 

Reductionof, recommended 1889 10 

Compared •. 1899, 6; 190b 8 

Decrease in 1894 compared with 1893 1894 iiS 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 ai6 

Expenses of Commission— 
Special fund should be set apart for this purpose 1879 ^ 

Explosion— of dynamite in Council BlufiFs 1881 69 

Explosives, Dangerous— 
Bosquet. H.T. , Pella, v. C. , R. I. &P. . refusal of company to carry 1894 264 

Express Companies— 

Law concerning express rates 1896, S; 1897, 5; 1898 • 8 

Live stock contracts of .' 1897 S 

Express Charges— 

Freeman, F. M., Davis City, v. American Express Co., overcharge, dogs 1891 8S4 

Furry, A. R. , Alden, v. Adams Express Co. , rates based on shortest route 1893 841 

Joseph, J. M.. Creston, v. American Express Co. , excessive on pig 1890 ' 931 

Joseph, J. M., Creston, v. American Express Co., request for reopening case 1891 80a 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. American Express Co. , excessive 1891 771 

Lambing, W W.. West Liberty, v. U. S. Express Co., regulations concerning ship- 
ment of live hogs... 1898 95 

McCracken, Rev. C. S. , Rock Valley, v. Adams Express Co., damage to books 189s 8S3 

Extra Baggage Charges— see Baggage. 
Extra charge for special train to carry freight 1887 783 

Extra Fare for Failure to Purchase Ticket— see Passenger Fare. 

FACILITIES FOR DOING BUSINESS AT STATIONS-see, also. Stations 1895 xxix 

Faciltibs Increased— on railroads for handling business 1891 as 

Failure to Furnish Cars— 

Achorn, C. E., Sutherland, v. C. &N.-W. , for certain market 1893 8S8 

Achorn, C. E., Sutherland, v. C. & N.-W., failure to forward foreign cars 1896 73 

Advance Alliance No. 41S, Kirkman, v. C. & N.-W., for shipment of coal 1890 943 
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Failure to Furnish Cayls - Continued— 

Akron Milling Co. , v. C, M. & St. P., for grain 

Ash bum, J. M., Lamoni, v. C. , B. & Q., damage for delay in furnishing 

Bacon, W., Greenfield, v. C, B. &Q. , for hay shipments 

Baker, J. C. , Emmetsburg, v. C. , M. & St. P., railway, for coal 

Band, N. J., Council Bluffs, v. Wabash, for corn 

Bennett, J. £. O., Britt, v. M. & St. L., for general shipments 

Benson, George, etal., Muscatine, v. C, R. I. &P., for vegetables 

Bergman, H., McGregor, v. C. M. & St. P., for shipments of ice 

Breazeale, J. A., Centerville, v. Wabash, for shipments of coal 

Brodsky, L., Plover, v. C, R. I. & P., for hay shipments 

Brown, G. H. & Co., Armstrong, v. B. , C. R. & N., for hay 

Brown, M. & Son, Whittemore, v. C, M. &St. P., for shipment of hay 

Brown, W. S., Manson, V. Ill Cent., for coal 

Bruning &Son, Breda, v. C. & N.-W. , for shipment of potatoes 

Bruning Bros., Breda, v. C. & N.-W., for grain shipments 1892, 840; 1898, $8. 92: 

Butler, Geo. I. &Co., Knoxville, v. C, B. & Q., for coal 

Butler, W. £., et al. , Galva, v. C. & N.-W., for shipments of grain 

Butts, F. M., Wesley, v. B., C. R. & N., for coal 

Canavan, John, Paton, v.C, R. I. & P., for shipping corn 

Carpenter, D. J.,Beloit, v.C, M. &.St. P., for grain shipments .. 1891, 812; 1892,866; 

Cathcart Bros, etal., Kingsley, v. C. &N. -W., for grain shipment 

Cathcart Bros., Kingsley, v. C. & N.-W., at non-competitive points 

Chapman, H. G., Sioux City, v. C , M. & St. P. , for baled hay 

Clubb, William, What Cheer, v. B., C. R. &N., for coal 

For general discussion of— see, also, Coal Problem 

Corcoran, P. , Postville, v.C, M.&St. P., damages on account of 

Corey, George W., etal., v. Crooked Creek Railroad Co., for coal 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, v. M. C & Ft. D., for shipment of coal 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. M. C&Ft. D and III. Cent., for coal shipments 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, v. 111. Cent., for coal 1896, 74; 

Corkhill, T. £., Jr., Minburn, v. C. , R. I. & P.. damages from delay 

Crylie. Robert, Glidden. v.C & N.-W., for loading stock..; 

Darby Block Coal Co. , Darbyvllle, v. C, M. &St. P., for coal 

Davenport Syrup Refining Co., Adair, v.C, R. I. &P. , for grain 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works v. B.. C R. & N., for fiax seed 

Dickey, W. H., Centerville, v. C. , R. I. & P., for coal 

Donahoe, E. A., Havelock, v.C. & N.-W., for hay shipments 

Dorr Cattle Co., Des Moines, v. D. M., N. & W., for slop feed — 

Ekmonds, E. J., Marcus, v. 111. Cent., for grain shipments 1896, 141; 

Elgin Canning Co., Elgin, v. B. , C. R. &N. et. al. , for shipments to St. Paul 

Farmers' Alliance, Coo^ Rapids, v. C, M. & St. P., for shipments of coal 

Fockler, P. H. , Independence, v. III. Cent., for hay shipments — 

Frazer & Ballou, Primghar, v. D. S. C (III. Cent.), for shipment of grain 

Galbralth, Edw.,Webb. v. C, M. & St. P., for hay 

Garloclc, W. E. etal., Gilmore, v. C, R. I. & P., for hay shipments 

General complaint concerning 

Globe Coal Co. , Des Moines, v . Iowa Cent. , for coal shipments 

Gray, M. J., Ledyard. v. C & N.-W., hay 

Graybill, D. R. , Massena, v. C , B. & Q., for track loading 

Green, J. A., et al.. Stone City, v. C, M & St. P., for stone shipments unless pro- 
tected by shipper at private expense 

Green, J. C S., Aurelia, v. 111. Cent. , for grain shipments 

Haddock, Wm. J., Iowa City, V. B. , C R. & N., for coal 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C, R. I. & P., for grain 

Hanna, H. W. , Audubon, v. C , R. I. & P. , for coal shipments 

Harrison, George, Emmetsburg, v. C. , M &St. P., for coal 

Hastings, mayor and council of, v. C , B. & Q.... 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, v. C , R. I. & P 

Hayton & Pearson, Pierson, v. C &N.-W., grain 

Hershey Lumber Co. etal., Muscatine, v. C. R. I. & P 



Year 


Page 


1899 


122 


1889 


989 


1887 


807 


1881 


142 


1882 


451 


1887 


806 


1887 


7S« 


1892 


833 


1883 


S68 


1887 


803 


1895 


179 


1887 


791 


1900 


14S 


1892 


848 


1899 


66 


1880 


141 


1887 


798 


1887 


806 


1889 


P96 


1893 


231 


1895 


2t2 


1887 


795 


1888 


720 


1892 


7S9 


1880 


126 


1880 


571 


1888 


727 


1891 


833 


1892 


839 


1893 


262 


1900 


174 


1888 


721 


1888 


688 


1898 


93 


189s 


219 


1894 


2S7 


1880 


5 


1887 


793 


1898 


84 


1897 


145 


1892 


729 


1892 


84S 


1887 


805 


1890 


940 


1900 


219 


1887 


804 


i88g 791,^*10 


1896 


1S4 


1895 


168 


1900 


163 


892 


860 


1890 


9Si 


1883 


S8i 


1895 


234 


1887 


802 


1881 


143 


1880 


39 


1882 


489 


1898 


92 


1892 


762 
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Year Pugt 
Failurb to Supply C aus^ Continued— 

Hickey Bros. , Atpin wall, v. C, M.&St.P., for i^rain shipmants 189a 850 

Holcomb, T. B. , etal., Muscatine, v. B. ,C. R. & N. etal., for melons 1892 761 

Hoghey & Son. Wirt, v. H. & S. R. R. , refrigerator cara 1884 $64 

Iowa Fuel Co.. Des Moines, v. C, St. P. & K. C, for coal shipments 1888 7t8 

Johnson Bros. , Rippey, v. C.,R. I. & P., for com 1899 ii3 

Jordan, W. £., Bancroft, v. C. &N.-W., for grain shipments 1887 800 

Keystone Coal Co., Rippey, v. D. M. & Ft. D., for coal 1881 X3S 

Klemme, H. J. and J., Alexander, ▼. la. Cent., for coal 1898 90 

Leverton, J. W.. Abbott, v. la. Cent. , grain 1900 161 

Lewis, Wm., Macedonia, v. C, B. & Q., for damai^es i88s 534 

Marion Coal Co v.C.,R. I & P. for shipment of coal 189s 8S7 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C, B. &Q. , failure to run refrigerator cars 1884 S97 

Mason, David, Harlan, v. C, M. & St. P., for shipment of hay 1891 851 

McNutt, H. S., Algona, v. C, M.&St. P., discrimination in 1891 8a6 

Moberly, I. N., Humphrey, Mo., v. III. Cent., for cattle 1896 67 

Morris, J. B., Hornick, v. C, M. & St. P., for hay 1900 213 

Moyers, J. A., Luthe, v. C, M. & St. P.. for grain 1900 137 

Muscatine Melon Shippers v. C, R. I. & P., for melons 189S 213 

Olson, B. & Co., Swea City. t. B., C. R. & N , grain 1898 92 

O'Neal, Felix, etal., Aurelia. ▼. 111. Cent., for grain, etc 1887 805 

Patterson* A. L., Owego, V. C. , M. &St. P., for wheat 1899 114 

Pierson, shippers of, v. C. & N.-W.. for grain shipments 1887 79s 

Priest & Stocker, Carroll, v. C, &N-W., for shipment of liVe stock 1886, 499, ^36-^27 

Ranks, O. D., Irrington, v. C. & N.-W., for hay 1900 141 

Ranks & Sterzbach, Redmon, v. B., C. R. &N., for hay shipments 1893 224 

Ranks & Sterzbach, Redmon, v. C. &N.-W., cars o£f its own line 1892 848 

Reams, Warren, Defiance, v. C. M. & St. P., for grain 1898 91 

Reily, Thomas, Blenco, v. S. C. & P.. for hay to Sioux City 189S 228 

Reinhart, C. B., Farnhamville, v. C. & N.-W. , for track loading 1900 179 

Riley, J. W., Defiance, v. C, M. & St. P., for potatoes 1899 124 

Risley, A., etal., Rockwell City, v. D. M & N.-W., for hay shipments 1887 804 

Rothschild & Co. , Davenport, v. C. &N.-W., for patrons 1887 783 

Rothschild, D., Muscatine, v. III. Cent. , for shipments of barley i88k 126 

Russell & Co., Silver City, v. Wabash, for shipment of corn 1883 583 

Sand Mound Melon Co., Fruitland, v. C. . R. I. & P.; for melons 1890 897 

Schaf nit, G, F., Moscow. V. C, R. I & P., for ear corn 1899 77 

Schell, F. J., Breda, v. C. N.-W., discrimination in distribution of 1891 828 

SeufFert, L., Burlington, v. C, St. P. & K. C. , failure and delay in 1891 768 

Seymour, T. S., Milfourd, v. C, M.&St. P., for hay shipments 1887 793 

Southall. Wm. & Sons, Pierson, V. C. & N.-W., grain 1898, 92; 1899 63 

Spencer, city and citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., appeal for coal cars 1881 139 

Stoughton, T. S., Pierson, v. C. & N. W., must be distributed equitably 1892 8a6 

Townsend, LeMars, v. 111. Cent . for lumber 1883 615 

TuttleBros., Whittemore. v. C, M. &St P., for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Way & Packard. Cedar Falls, v. B, C. R. & N., damage by reason of 1883 S59 

Wayne, E. M., Woolstock, v. C. & N.-W., for grain 189s 239 

Wedge wood & Co., Storm Lake, V. III. Cent., grain for Minneapolis 1898 8$ 

Wells, A. A., Emmetsburg, v., C, M. & St. P., coal 1881 . 144 

Weston, Wm., Anita, v. C, R. I. &P. , loading cara from wagon 1899 118 

White, Slayton, Beloit, Kan., v. C.,R. I. & P. et al., for stock 1887 703 

White, Geo. C, Nevada, V. C & N.-W., for grain 1899 xai 

Williams, Richard. Ida Grove, v. C. & N.-W , for live stock 1888 693 

Young, O. W., Gidden, v. C &N.-W., for livestock 1888 691 

Resolution of Twenty-second General Assembly, directing action for relief 1887 798 

Failurr to Furnish Cars for Certain YtiKUKwr^—^ee Rights of Shippers. 

Failure to Stop at Railroad Crossing— see Crossing Stops . 

Failurk to Purchase Ticket— Extra Fare May Be Collected— see Passenger 
Fare. 

Failure to Stop Passenger Trains— see Passenger Trains. 

Failure of Companies to Report— see Report 

Failure to Operate KoM>—%ee Abandonment of Road. 
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Year Pa^e 
FEMCinQ—Contmu€d— 

Failure to Stop at Crossings— see Crossingr, Stop. 

Farm Crossings— see Crossings, Farm. 

Fast Trains in Cities— see Spoodof Trains. 

Fast Trains, Petition to Stop at Small Stations— tee Train Service, 

* * Feeders "—see Local Lines 

Fencing— 

Law saggested 1886 18 

Liability of carriers in case of failure to fence 1884 499 

Provisions of law in relation to 1888 19 

Railroads' need of fencing 1883 91 

Recommendations concerning 1884 27 

Shoaldright of way fences be hog tight? 1898 78 

Complaints Concerning— 

Adams, J. Q. , Spencer, v. C, M. & St. P.. failure to fence i88s S6i 

Bates. L. P. , Russell, v. Wabash, St. Louis & P. et al. , failure to fence 1886 603 

Buson, R. B. , Patterson ville, v. C. , M. & St. P., failure to fence 1889 S67 

Buckley, Phillip, Pattersonville, v. C, M. &St. P., failure to fence 1886 569 

Bums, Thomas, Breda, v. C. &N.-W., failure to fence 1885 sa6 

Carpenter, O. W. , Dedham, v. C, M. &St. P., failure to repair 1891 74$ 

Clever, M. G. and Irwin, J. M. , v. C. , B. & Q. , failure to fence 1884 S6i 

Curtis, T. J., Fonda, v. 111. Cent., fencing track 1884 S3i 

Gardner, JohnM. , Leon, ▼. D. M., O. &S. , fencing and cattle guards 1884 S49 

Gatton, Russell, Moscow, v. C, R. I. &P., bad condition of 1894 324 

Gray, James, Ira, V. C. G. W. , stock yards 1898 8a 

Harshbarger, W. A., Oakland Mills, v. St. L., R. & N. W.. failure to build 1892 841 

Howe, E. A., Bridgewater, v. C, B. &Q., relocation of fence 1892 824 

Hughes, R. M. and Hunn. H. , Boone, v. M. &St. L., failure 10 build 1884 SS7 

IngersoU, M. J., Edgewood, v. C, M. &St. P., failureto fence 1884 S48 

Lange, Adams, Froelich, v. C. , M. &St. P., hog-tight fence 1896 138 

Lewis, M. M. , Coin, V. O. & St. L. , condition of i<;oo aos 

Lockwood, J. C, Greene, v. B. , C. R. & N., failure 1897 107 

McDowell, Palmer, etal. , Angus, ▼. M. &St. L. R'y Co. , failure to build 1885 SS4 

McGee, H., Martinsbnrg. v. B. &W., failure 1897 133 

Mehs, George, Comanche, etal.,T. B., C. K. &N., petition for 1893 223 

Meyer, A. F., Boyer, v. 111. Cent. , failure to fence — 1900 187 

Miller, H. V., Pattersonville, v. C, M. &St. P. , failure to fence 1885 $60 

Nicol, Bert, David, v. W. & W. , fencing station grounds 189s ao8 

Olsen, JohnR., Thor, v. C. &N.-W., failure to fence 1884 516 

Ourheim, J.L., Thor, v. C .& N. -W. , failure to fence 1884 S46 

Parsons Bros., Lu ray, v. C. G. W., condition of 1900 - 212 

Porter, W.S., Orient, V. C, B. &Q , rightof way 1898 69 

Price, E T., Winfield, v. B. &W., failure to fence 1885 530 

Rehder, Max H , Gladbrook, v. W., I. & N., failureto fence 1886 591 

Ringland, G. S., Ft Dodge, v. Crooked Creek, failure to fence 189S 160 

Shellhammer, C. , Beulah, v. C, M.&St P., failure to repair 1891 791 

Simmons, A. R., East Peru, inquiry concerning hog tight.... 1898 78 

Smull, John, Wick, V. D. M., O. &S., failure to fence 1886 SS6 

Tibbetts, D. D., etal., Ogden, V. C, Ft. M. &D. M., petition for*. 1892 827 

Wakeman, M. A.,Otho, v. M. &St. L., to connect with cattle guards 1887 716 

Waldorf, C., Hudson, S. D., v. C. M. &St. P , failure to fence 189a 833 

White, S. J., Plymouth, V. C, M. & St. P., maintenance of 1884 sSo 

Willlksen, O. W., Thor, v.C. AN. -W., failure to build 1884 514 

Fire Set Out by Engines— see, also. Damages. 

Liability of carriers, exemption by contract, supreme court's opinion , 1895 xxxv 

Complaints Concerning— 

Barslow, P. M., Burt, V. C. &N.-W., fire from engine i88s 519 

Bradley, C. J., Gowrie, v. C, R. I. &P., property d^troyed by fire 1889 1082 

Bridge, A. M. , Goldfield, V. B., C. R. &N., to hay 1887 682 

Brunskill, D., Hawarden, ▼. C, M. & St. P., damage to crops 1889 1068 

Butts, L. A., Russell, V. C, B. &Q.. fire set out by engine 1886 597 

Deming, C, Brush Creek, v. C. , M.&St. P., fire from engine 1886 611 
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Complaints Cokcerkikg— Continued— 

Enfield, James, Herndon, v. C, M. &St. P., to house from fire by engine 1884 5^4 

Erickson, £. B. , Huxley, v. C. , M. &St. P., fire set by engine 1887 73P 

Guthrie, I. N., Newton, v. C, R. I. & P., fire set by engine 1889 1003 

Hasking, A. N., Estherville, v. B., C. R. & N., fire from locomotive 1883 541 

McNamara, Martin, Grafton, ▼. O., M. & St. P., fire from locomotive 1884 523 

Nevin, C. H., Parkersburg. v. 1. C. R'd Co., to meadow 1898 79 

Riecbers, J C, Point Lookout, Utah, v. C. & N.-W., damage 1899 73 

Ring, S. £ , Mapleton, v. C. &N.-W., meadow and fence destroyed 1900 190 

Roy, Peter, Tara, v. D. M. &Ft. D. R'd Co,, fire set by engine 1885 503 

Searles, D. D., Sloan, v. S. C. & P., fire set by engine 1887 7a5 

Stevens, C. B., Donnellson, v. C, B. & K. C, fence destroyed 1888 687 

Tartsch, William, Paton, v. C, R. I. & P., damage to hay 1890 935 

Travis, S. N., Peru, v. St. P. ^K. C, damages resulting from 189a 799 

Wertz, J. J., Russell, v. C, B. & Q. , fire on meadow set by engine 1886 607 

Floods, losses by in Iowa 1891 17 

Forwarding Cars— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Free Transportation— see Transportation; also Rates. 

Freight Cars— see Cars. 

Freight Charges, per ton, per mile 1880 17a 

Freight Charges Guaranteed— see Charges Prepaid or Guaranteed . 

Freight C hargbs, prepayment demanded, insolvency of connecting line 1878 is 

—see, also, Charges. 

Freight, Classification OF— see Classification 1885 54 

Freight, Divirsion of -see Diversion of Freight. 

Freight, Prepayments— see, also. Charges. 
Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of 1884 S5o 

Freight— Refusal to Deliver— 

Dow & Mercer, McVeigh, v. Ft. Mad. &N.-W., wrongful withholding 1884 Soo 

Melrose, N. M., Goldfield. v. C. &N.-W , failure to deliver at station 1884 s6o 

Freight Trains, Stopping of at Platforms— see Stopping Trains at Platform. 

Freight Trains Carrying Passengers— see Train Service. 

Fuel, Appropriation of by Carriers- see Appropriation of Coal. 

GONG, electric, for crossing— see Electric Signals 1893 138 
Government Control or ownership of railroads 1891 28 

Governor's Questions for Reports— see Reports- 

Grades, Reduction of 1898 4 

Grade Crossings, Farm— see Crossings, Farm. 

Grade Crossings, Highways or Streets— see Crossings^ Highway. 

Grade Crossing, Railroad -see Crossings^ Railroad. 

Grain for Seed, reduced rates for 1892 838 

Grain House. Sites for— see Sites. 

Granger Law, and tariff, workings of discussed 1878, Appendix cxi; 1878 Si 

Granger Law. discussion of i88s 34 

Granger Movement in the West, history of, by Spencer Smith 1889 21 

Granger Tariff, Earnings Under— see Earnings. 

Great Britian, Railroad Commissioners of— see Commissioners. 

HACKS AND Omnibuses. Privileges of at Station— see Omnibus Privileges and 
Discrimination . 

Hay Rates, petition of D. M. N. & W. lor advance in 1893 166 

H bating of Cars— see Warming Cars. 

Height of platforms at stations 1889 io7i 

Hepburn, committee report 1880 i74«i8i 

Highway, The, and the railway 1881 79 

Highways, establishment of, commissioners no authority over 1892 826 

Highway, relocation, expense of crossing must be borne by railroad company 1889 xo6s 

Highway Crossings, Dangerous- see Crossings^ Highway, 

Keep, F. a., Beloit, v. C, M.&St. P., by relocation of track 1885 561 

History of Iowa railroads 1879. 83; 1880, 239; 1896 179 

History of the Railroad Question in Iowa— see Railroad Question. 
Hotel Patronage, Solicitation of— see Omnibus Privileges. 
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Year Pafire 

IMPROVEMENTS of roads and rolling stock 1891. 4; 1899 3 
Incompbtbnt Enginbbrs— see Engineers. 
Incrbasb of Earnings Under Commissioners' KxTES—see Rates. 
Injunction, B., C. R. & N. , in Joint Rates— see /««/ A'a/w. 
Injunction — see Rates and Joint Rates. 

Injunction, by Judges Brewer and Fairall. v. Schedule of 1888....' 1888 36 

Injuries to Persons — see Personal Injuries and Accidents. 

Insolvency of Connecting Line, prepayment demanded 1878 15 

Inspection of Railroads in Iowa 1898 7 

Inspection Service— 

Baker Bros, and Samuel Lilburn Co. , Ottum wa. butter and egg shipments 1893 234 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade v. C, R. I. & P. and C. & N.-W 1889 977 

Insufficient Passenger Train Service— see Train Service. 

Interlocking Switches, advisability of their adoption discussed 1889 18 

Adoption of in Iowa 1J1J97 6 

Discussion of 1898 5 

List of in Iowa. 1899, 10; 1900 5 

Ackley, crossing of 111. Cent, and Iowa Cent 1900 94 

Albia, crossing of Wabash and C, B. & Q 1900 97 

Arion, crossing of C, M. & St. P. , 111. Cent, and C. & N.-W 1900 100 

Belknap, C. , R. I. & P. and Wabash 1897 35 

Carnforth, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C, R. I. & P 1896 48 

Cedar Falls, crossing of 111. Cent, and B., C. R. & N 1900 9a 

Centerville, crossing of K. & W. andC.R. I. &P 1898 30 

Davenport, C. , R. I. & P. and B., C. R. &N 1897, 46; 1898 31 

Dumont, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C. G. W 1900 100 

Elberon, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C, M. ifc St. P 1900 96 

Estherville, crossing of M. & St. L. and B., C. R. & N 1900 98, 99 

Fairfield, C, R. I. & P. andC. B. & Q 1897 47 

Fonda, crossing of C, M. & St. P. and III. Cent . 1900 99 

Ft. Madison, drawbridge of A. , T. & S. Fe R'y 1899 37 

Hinton, crossing of D. & S. C. and S.C.&N 1900 90 

Herndon, crossing of C. , M. & St. P. with branch line of same company 1900 93 

Independence, crossing of III. Cent, and B., C. R. & N 1900 91 

Iowa Falls, crossing of 111. Cent, and B., C. R. & N 1900 92 

Lake Mills, crossing of C. & N.-W. and M. & St. L 1900 96 

Libertyville, C, R. I. & P. and C, Ft. M. & D. M 1897 35 

Malvern, crossing of C. , B. & Q. and O. & St. L 1898 32 

Marathon, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. P 1900 93 

Mason City, crossing of C. & N.-W. and Iowa Cent ....* 1900 9$ 

Mason City, crossing of C. & N.-W. and M. C. & St. L 1900 95 

Mclntire, crossing of C. G. W. and Winona & Western 1900 97 

Melbourne, crossing of C. G. W. and Iowa Cent 1898 32 

Neola, C, R. I. & P. and C, M. &St. P 1897 47 

Ottumwa, C, R. I. &P. andC, B. &Q... 1897, 45; 1899 33 

Reinbeck, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C. G. W .. 1900 99 

Rockwell City, crossing of III. Cent, and C, M.&St. P 1900 98 

Sabula, drawbridge on C, M. & St. P. over Miss. River 1900 91 

Seymour, crossing of C, M. & St. P. and C, R. I. & P 1896 47 

Tama, crossing of C, M. & St P. andC.&N.-W 1900 93 

Ute, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. P 1900 94 

Wheatland, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. P 1900 loi 

Intersections, Failure to Stop at— see Crossing Stops . 
Interstate Commerce Law, Violation of— see Rates. 
Interstate Commerce— see, also, State Commerce. 

Application for suspension of long and short haul clause 1887 714 

Committee on, from United States senate i88s 32 

Desirability of establishment of Interstate commerce commission 1882 49 

Diftcustion of 1882 42 

Discussion of, Interstate Commerce Railway association 1890 24 

Interstate commerce law, violation of 1888 698 

Interstate and state commerce, discussion of 1886 36 



INDEX. 433 

Intbrstate Commerce— see, also. State Commerce— 

Interstate and state commerce 1880, 168; 1894, 164; 189$ 216 

Interstate commerce law anticipated 1882 3S 

Its nature discussed in supreme court's decision 1892 j8, 39 

Law of 1873 *®78 55 

Law reffulatingr. discussed by the board 1887 31 

Powers of the state in reference to 1887, 50; 1894 164 

Reat^an bill 1882 42 

Rates OD, necessity for elasticity in 1882 4S 

Resolution of the Twentieth General Assembly, asking congressional action 1884 86 

What constitutes Diamond Jo line case '.1889, 1074, 1077 

.D. J. Carpenter case 1890 849 

H. R. Heath & Son's case '...1894 164 

Iowa Coal Rates, Petition for Advance in— see Rates. 

Iowa Commissioner Law Discussed— see Commissioners. 

Iowa Falls & Sioux City Railroad, history of 1879 109 

Iowa Midland Railway, history of ... 1879 no 

Iow.\ Railroads, History of— see History or Iowa Railroads. 

JOBBING — Number of persons employed in 1884 1884 76 
Jobbing and Manufacturing— 

Amount of sales in 1884 1884 76 

Products in 1884 1884 77 

Net increase of business of 1883 1884 76 

Materials in 1884 1884 77 

Jobbing in Iowa, number of people interested in 1885 49 

Jobbers' Rates Discussed— see Carload Rates and Rates 1884 73 

Tons of trelKbt moved in 1884 1884 76 

Petition for restoration of jobbers' and manufacturers' rates 1885 535 

Wages paid by, ini884 •. 1884 77 

Capital employed in. in Iowa 1884 76 

Jobbers in Iowa should be placed on equality with those of outside points 1885 52 

Joint Rates— see, also, Rate fy Joint. 

Carpenter, £. E., case discussed 1899 8 

Commissioners enjoined from establishing by B., C. R. &N 1890 6 

Commissioners' joint rate discussed 1891 14 

Deemer, J., decision concerning 1895 xxiii 

Desirability of between all Iowa lines 1887 717 

Joint rates, status of discussed 1896 s 

Dissenting opinion of Justices Rothrock and Robinson concerning 1891 49 

Eighty per cent, schedule higher than rates voluntarily charged by carrieis or those now 

in effect on interstate traffic 1891 15 

Failure to apply on flaxseed shipments 1891 762 

In force in other states, but refused in Iowa 1894 i97 

Injunction proceedings against commission 1891' 45 

Law and discussion in reference to joint rates 1890 4 

Laws relating to ;... 1895 xvii 

Legislation recommended 1891,50:1895 xxix 

List of roads refusing to accept commissioners' 1891 14 

List of roads accepting same 1891 15 

Litigation on 1890 6 

Must be applied for and refused to shippers before petitioning board 1895 xxviii 

Opinion of Iowa supreme court concerning 1891,45-50; 1895 xxv 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to B. , C. R. & N. injunction case 1893 27 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to Blair V. S. C. & N 1897 295 

Overcharges on account of roads failing to apply, ordered refunded 1891 763 

Power of states to fix through rates over two or more lines 1891 47 

Petition by carrier to extend time of trial of, account of apparent increase of earnings 

under 1891 15 

Reasons for motion to dissolve injunction and reasons for injunction 1891 46 

Rules for fixing rates for continuous haul (80 per cent, schedule) 1890 6 

Schedule and order concerning 1895 xxii 

Status and discussion of 1895 , xvii 

28 
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Joint Rates— see, also, Rates^ Joint— Continued— 

Violation of joint rate law by one carrier, no excuse for anotlier 

Willingness of 111. Cent, to apply in Iowa 

Complaints Concbrning— 

Baker, W. , manager Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, v. Iowa Central 

Campbell, F. M. , & Co., Randolph, v. C, B. & Q., failure to apply 

Carpenter, E. E., v. C, M. & St. P. et al 1900-S 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. , v. C, R. I. & P. and B.. C. R. & N., petition for 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co., v. la. Cent, and C. G. W., refusal to apply 

Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, v. la. Cent., refusal to apply 

Coon Valley Coal Co., Des Moines, v. C, St. P. & K. C. , discrimination in 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, v. M. C. & Ft. D. , petition for 

Darby, J. H. Belmond, v. M., C. & Ft. D. , refusal to apply, OTercharge 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. &N , etal., petition for..., 18 

Flint, F. C, Manchester, v. C. , M. & St. P., refusal of through billing 

Ft. Madison Chair Co. . v. C, B. &Q. .and B., C. R. & N., refusal to make 

Holman, C. J., & Bro., Sargeot's Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W., et al., petition for 

McGilora, L. E., Larchwood, v. B., C. R. & N., et al., refusal to apply 

McCarthy, M. H., Dubuque, letter of, concerning 

Steeves. J. C, Page Center, v. H. & .^. and C, B. & Q., refusal to apply 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, V. 111. Cent. , refusal to apply 

Tims, J. B., Tama, v. V,. & N.-W. , refusal to grant 

Joint Stations— see, also, Wyes. 

.And Y connections, legislation recommended 

At intersections, discussion of 

At railroad crossings 

Laws of Missouri and Wisconsin concerning, at crossings 

Complaints Concerning and Petitions for— 

Allen Grove township, Scott county, citizens of, v. C. ,M. & St. P. and B. , C. R. & N. 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. Cent. Iowa and Wis , Iowa and Neb 

Carnforth, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. , freight facilities at 

Crandall, J. B., Sterling, 111., v. C. & N.-W. and Wabash & Lohrville 

Crooked Creek R'd Co., union depot at Webster City 

Davenport, Moline & Roclc Island, petition for at Wheatland 

Dean, George W. , et al. , Conway, v. H. & S. and C, B. & Q. R'd Co 

Denison, citizens of, v. C. & N -W. , el al. , petition of 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. C. and H. & S., petition for 

Donnan, Fayette county, citizensof. v. C, M.&bt. P.,andB., C. R. &N 

Fayette county, citizensof, v. C, M, & St. P. etal.. at Donnan Junction 

Goldfield, citizensof, v. C. & N.-W. and B., C. R. & N 

Harrison township, Mahaska county, citizensof, v. C. 6c N.-W. etal 1886, 607; 

Harveyville, citizens of, v. C, R. 1. & P. and Wabash, St. L. & P 

Hawarden, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W., and C. , M. & J>t. P 

Herndon, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. and Wabash, St. L. & P 

Iowa county, citizens of, v. C R. 1. & P. and C. , M. & St. P 

Jenks, .-\. M., Sheldahl, v.C.&N.-W etal. , platform crossing, etc 

jesup, Elias, etal.. New Providence, v. Iowa Cent, and Toledo & N.-W., R'y 

Krysher, Levi, Avon, v. C. B. & Q. and C , R I. & P., petition for 

Louden Machinery Company, Fairfield, v. C, B. & (J. and C. G. W., petition for 
freight station at .\f ton J unction 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagley et al. of, v. C. (i. W., joint station at crossing 

Malvern, citizens of, v. C, B. & (J. and Wabash St. L. & P 

Mason, E. H., Carnforth, v. C. & N -W. and C, R. I. & P., petition for 

New Boston, citizens of, v. A., T. & S. F. , et al 

Noel, J. T. , Noel, v. C, M. & St. P. and B.. C. R. & N., petition for 

Oneida, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and St. P. & K. C, petition for 

Palestine, trustees of, v. C. , M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W 

Reynard, J.S., Creston, v. C, B. it Q. and C. G. W. . at Afton Junction 

Robinson, C E., et al., Hawarden, v. C, M. & St. P 

Rockwell City, citizensof, et al. , v. C. & N.-W. et al., at Lohrville 

Romans, J. B. , et al. , Denison, v. C, M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W., at .\rion 

Row, Samuel, etal., Oskaloosa, v. C. & N.-W. and Burl. & Western 
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Year Page 
Complaints Concerning and Pbtitions toil— Continued— 

St. Charles, citizens of, et al , v. C. K. I. & P. et. al., near Bevington 1892 7S5 

Sheldahl, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W., petiiion for 1886 570 

Sheldon, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P. et al., inadequate accommodations at 1SS7 697 

Shipley, H. F., etal.. Herndon, V.C., M. & St. P. etal 1883 708 

Smith, A., et al., Conway, v. C, B. & Q. and H. & S., petition for 1890 864 

Stile, T. R., etal ,St. Charles, v. C, R. I. & P. and D. M., O. &S 1S87 679 

Truro, citizens of, etal.. v. D. M. & K. C. etal.. near Bevington 1S92 755 

VValnat and Vernon townships, Palo Alto county, citizens of, v. B., C. R. & N. and 

C, M. &St. P 1886, 479; 1887 683 

Warren township, citizens of, Poweshiek county, v. C. & N.-W. and C , R. I. & P.. 1884 398 

Warren township, Keokuk county, trustees of, v. C. & N.-W. andC. R. I. &P 1885 576 

Winterset, St. Charles and Truro, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. and D. M. & K. C, 

petition for, near Bevington 1892 7SS 

Jurisdiction of Railroad Commissioners— see, also. Commissioners. 

Of commissioners 1878. S; 1891 28, 862 

Of commissioners in matters of private right 1892, 26-28, 38-39 

Just Discrimination discussed 1884 73 



K 



EOKUK & DBS Moines Railway, history of 1879 no 



LACK OF Cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars; also Cars Lac k of. 
Lack of Depot Facilities— see Station. 

Lakes, Inland, crossed by railroads without authority 1885 59 

Land Granis, first and final report of 1878, 46: 1893 12 

Large and Small Shippers— see Carload Rates. 

L.\RRABEB, WiLLi.AM, governor, question for commissioners' report i8vS9 42 

Law Granting Power to Commissioner— see Comtnissioners . 

Laws and Legislation relating to railways 1890 Appendix, 1899 .Appendix 

Affecting railroads discussed— see Railroad Question. 

Amendments suggested 1S78 32 

Chronological arrangement of 187H 31 

Conflicticg and disputed provisions of 1889. 37; iSgi 42 

Decisions of court construing 1S95 xi 

Laws and Legislation— CcJ///#w//^rf — 

In reference to automatic couplers and brakes 1887 5,9 

In Iowa, affecting railroads 1890 Appendix 

Provisions of in surrounding states 1S95 vii 

Recommendations of commissioners concerning let^islation 18S7 57-59,75 

Recommended by commissioners 1S91 42 

Recommended by commissioners 1889 37-45 

Revisions and present status of 1895 xi 

Suggestions concerning amendments to law requiring reports of carriers 1S79 4 

Uniformity in 1892 46 

Leases, Termination of for Warehouses, Etc. —see Sites. 

Leased Roads, discussion of advisability of consolidating 1S79 65 

Levees, their maintenance by railroad companies 1S84 85 

Lewis, D wight N., elected secretary i8<;9, 15, 1900 10 

Liability of Carrier— 
Beyond its Own Line— see Damages. 
Concerning Live Stock— see, also, Live Stock. 

For care of in transit iSSg 1050 

For killing 1893 ?49 

For shrinkage of or decline of market during delay in transportation iSg2 865 

Smith, J. N., Fairfield, v. C, B. &Q.. shipments of without attendant iS^3 647 

For Failure to Sound Whistle at CROssiNt;— see Stock Killed : also, Crossi/r^— 
Highivay. 

For failures to stop at platforms 1S91 777 

For Goods Shipped "Owners' Risk"— see Oik'uer's Risk. 

For Rates Quoted by Agent 1S8) ic6o 

Hamilton, J. M., Welda,'Kan. , v. C, B. & (J 1SS3 559 
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From Fire, Supreme Court's Opinion 1895 xxxv 

see, also, Fire Set Out by Engine, also, Damages. 
Not Exem t From, by Contract— see Ownet^s Risk. 

Of initial carrier 1885 556 

Lighting Cars— 

Discussion of i8qo 5 

Discussion of dry carburator system 1892 43-44 

Limited Tickets, What Constitutes Notice of Limitation, Etc.— see Tickets. 

Literature, objectionable sold on trains 1883 93 

Litigation— see, also. Railroad Question. 

Cases pending in state courts to enforce com missioners' orders 1891 38 

Dicisions of supreme court discussed 1892 21, 39 

In reference to commissioners' rates 1889 30 

Report of attorney-general concerning 1892, 39, 43; 1893, 39; 1890, 10; 1895. 37; 1896 175 

Live Stock— see. also, Liability of Carriers. 

Brown, W. R. Wallingford, v. C, M. & St. P.. delay in transit 1883 687 

Care of when shipped 1887 741 

Engle, E., Onawa, v. C. &N.-W. R'y, cruelty to stock In transit 1884 54i 

In Palace Cars, Methods of Regulating Charges for— sec Palace Stock Cars. 
Passenger fare for attendant, with L. C. L. shipments, not authorized by commis- 
sioners' schedule 1897 sA 347 

Confinement in transit, not exceeding twenty-eight hours 1878 56 

Substitution of, in Transit— see Stealing Live Stock in Transit. 

Live Stock Rates— see Rates, Freight. 

Loading Cars From Wagons— see, also. Demurrage, 

Galley, W. H.. Zearing, v. Central Iowa, refusal to furnish cars for 1885 573 

Strong & Co., Luton, v. C, M. & St. P., for track shipments 1896 156 

Time allowed for 1884, 5*5; 1889 996 

Loading and Unloading L. C. L. Shipments— 

Hoebel, P., Blairstown, v. all lines, regulations concerning 1892 8^8 

Local Freight, percentage of 1883, ^o; 1885, 21; 1886, ao; 1887 20 

Local Freight, Tonnage in Iowa, Percentage of— see Tonnage. 

Local Rates— sea ^a/tf J 1880 174 

Local Train Service— see Train Service. 

Local Lines, percentage of charges received on through shipments « i>l93 33 

Locomotives, netweight of 1879 S4 

Logs, Classification of— see Classification, 

Log Rates Compared- see Rates. 

Long and Short Haul, Rates for and Violation of— see, also. Rates. 

Farnam & Kilboume, Akron, ▼. C , M. &St. P., violation of 1888 69s 

Fowler Company, The, Waterloo, V. HI. Cent 1886 48S 

Hogaboom, S. R. , Creston, v. C , B. & Q., on hard coal 1895 226 

Joyce, D., Carroll, V. C, M. & St. Paul and C. & N.-W., on lumber 1894 279 

Lane Implement Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. & Q., on car of implements 1895 17S 

Low rates for long haul, importance of to the state 1880 181 

New York and other laws concerning 1885 55 

Merrill, J. H. & Co., Ottumwa, v. K. & W., violation of .'.. 1888 739 

Principal of referred to 1886 52 

Losses by Floods— see Floods. 

Losses on Through Business Made up by High Local Rates— see Rates. 

Lumber Rates— see Rates. 

Lost in Transit— see, also. Damages. 

Barber Med. Co., Davis City, v. C, B. & Q., carboy of vitriol 1892 730 

Barnacle, John. Dana, v. C, R. I. &P. , shortage of oats shipped to Peoria 1891 774 

Beck, Joseph, Marcus, v. 111. Cent., of coal 1898 94 

Brower, D. M., Adel, v. C, R. I. & P«, hogs 1891 834 

Brown, J. V. H., Flagler, v. C, B. & Q. et al., mirror broken 1899 95 

Bruce, J. J., Rolfe. v. C. & N.-W., failure to deliver goods as marked 1883 651 

Calkins & Homan Bros. , Corning, v. C, B. & Q. , stove 1886 611 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C, B. & Q. , grain 1900 aoo 

Cary, George T. , Grant, v. C, B. & Q., goods 1891 813 

Caster & Brlggs, Barnes City. v. B., C. R. & N., window broken 1898 89 
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Year Page 
.Lost in Tka^sit— Continued— 

Clark, A., Canton, v. C. & N.-W., loss of veal 1894 2^3 

Conrad, Ed. A., Forrest City, v. M. & St. L. andC. &N.-VV., household ifoods 1894 499 

Cresswell, M., Bonaparte, v. C, R. I. & P., hogs 18S3 629 

Cumlngs, J. M., Spencer, V C, R. I. & P., household goods 1880 iii 

Essick, M. L., Indianola, v. C, St. P. & K. C, potatoes. 1890 946 

Fowler, C. W., Rowan, v. B. , C. R. &N. , veal damaged in transit . 189^ 166 

Fremont Butter and Egg Co., v. C, B. & Q., car of eggs missent 1890 844 

Fuller, H. E., Otho, v. III. Cent., box of goods 18S8 741 

Germer, Otto, Imogene, v C. , M. & St. P 1897 142 

Georger, H , Grant, v . B. & O. , household goods damaged 1894 29S 

Gross, F. P., Sibley, v. B. , C R. &N., goods 1892 855 

Halloway, H. G., Paton. v. C, R. I. & P.. steel 1892 824 

Hartman, G. A.. Creston, V. C, B. & Q., shortage of coal " 1889 997 

Healey, H.M. & Son, Grundy Center, v. B., C. R. &N., damage to flour 1894 258 

Hebron. S. , Strawberry Point, v. C , M. & St. P. , damage to stock 1894 341 

Heaton, H. J., Anderson, v. C, B. & Q., goods stolen 1882 459 

Hurley, A. S., Cherokee, V. B. & M., of tools 1S97 148 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, V. C. &N-W., tent outfit. . .. 1895 2»o 

Kendall, E. S., Kellerton, v. C. &N. W., household goods 1882 537 

Lingham. M., Van Cleve, v. Iowa Central, loss of oil on platform 189s 225 

Lather, M. H., Swede Point, v. 111. Cent. andC, B. &Q . household goods 1882 $^7 

Martindalc, J. M., Prairie City, V. C. B. &K. C. , box of books 1896 77 

Marquardt, C. G., of the Iowa Phonographic Co., v. 111. Cent., goods 1892 866 

McFarlane, James, Blenco, v. S. C. & P., boxes of tobacco...^ 1885 SSi 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, v. C, M.&St. P., merchandise 1884 $01 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, v. C. , M. & St. P. andW., I. & N., merchandise 1885 S^S 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, V. C, M. & St. P., barrel of sugar 1885 S67 

Fhelp0« P. E., Rockford, v. B. , C. R. &N., flax seed 1895 240 

Pickenbrock, E. B. & Sons, Dubuque, v. C, M. , & St. P., baggage 1900 iss 

Raber, John, Newberg, v.C.&N.-W., household goods 1882 4S8 

Ryan, J. A., Laurens, V. C. & N -W., loss of hogs 1890 940 

Sokol & Kegley, Monmouth, v. C. & N.-W., damage to sorghum 1894 319 

Southall, William & Sons, Pierson, V. C & N. -W. . of grain 1898 70 

Spencer Bros., Randolph, v. C. , B. & Q. , car of coal .*. 1882 449 

Stafford, H. W. , Grundy Center, v. B., C. R &N. , shortage in car of oats 1891 829 

Stebbins, W. F., Decorra, 111., v. C.'G. W., merchandise 1894 237 

Stebbins, W. F., Des Moines, v. C, R I. & P., household goods 1S90 127 

Thnrman, Geo., Anita, v. C, R. I. & P., windmill vane 1900 1S9 

Van Norman, J., Moville, v. C, R. I. & P. et al., merchandise 1895 161 

Vettcr, D., Grant, v. C, B. & Q., oilcloth 1891 73i 

Wahl, O. A., Churdan, v. C, M. & St. P., cotton 1900 181 

Warnstafi, N., Grand River, v. B. & M. etal., merchandise 1888 679 

Whitteir, L., Whiting, v. S. C. & P. andC. & N.-W.. merchandise 1883 584 

Witmer, F. R.,&Son, Mingo, v. C, St. P. &K.C., goods stolen . , 1890 876 

Wood, Alfred, Traer, v. C, M. & St. P. andB., C. R. & N 1882 S3a 

MAIL Facilities and Mail Service— see Siation Senice, also Train Service. 

Maple River Railroad, history of 1879 in 

Marked Capacity of Cars— 

France, H. C. , Rose Hill, v. C, R. I. & P., rule governing 1897 i35 

Markets, Choice of, Shippers Entitled to— see Rights of Shippers. 

Marks, M. L., Testimony of, in Davenport rate cases i88jl 761 

M.ASSACHUSETTS, attitude of, concerning grade crossings 1893 16 

Maximum AND Minimum Rates, discussion of 1885 53 

Maximum Rates, opinion of supreme court concerning, discussed 1897 9 

Maximum Rates, In Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 752. 773.797 

McClain, Emlin, •* Statutes of Iowa relating to railways" 1S90 3 

Mileage— 

Comparative table of i899i 6; 1900 8 

Increase in Iowa discussed 189^1, S; 189S 6 

Iowa, fifth of the states in 1891 $ 
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M I LB AGE — Cofitin ited— Year Page 

In Iowa, table of 1879 >a* 

Of road built from earnings in excess of 6 per cent on $30,000 per mile 1891 37 

Proportion of earnings credited to biancb lines 1889 1006 

MiLEAGB Book— 

Hultz, Webb, Chariton. Iowa Central, claim for rebate on 1890 851 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1890 851 

Nash, C. J., Ottamwa, v. Wabash, C. , R. I. &P. et al. , refusal to honor 1886 575 

Pollans, F. E., Waterloo, v. III. Cent, jse of by other than purchaser 1897 134 

Milling in Transit— 

Application of principal to barbed wire 1887 71$ 

Edmonds, £. J., Marcus, v. 111. Cent., cleaning grain in transit 1893 2S2 

Tiede, A. C. & Co., Elkport. v. C, M. & St. P , petition for 1892 850 

Minimum Charge— 

Barnard Bros., Aclcley, v. Central Iowa, 25-cent charge 1880 19 

Iowa Jobbers, V. All Railroads, attempted advance, 25c to soc 1894 335 

Parker, S. F.. Earlville. v. C. & N.-W 1882 457 

Minimum Weight— 

Brown. W. S., Manson, V. 111. Cent 1896 61 

Minimum Weight and Marked Capacity op C.\r— 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. C, M. &St. P., charges for excess 1887 718 

Codd, H. G. S., Westfield, v. C. & N.-W., on livestock 1894 260 

Dunlap, J. H., Clarinda, v. C. , B. & Q. . on wagons, parts of 1887 7So 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works, v. III. Cent. , on iiax seed 189S 218 

DuBois, W\ S., Rockwell City, v. C. , M. &St. P., marked capacity of car 1899 124 

France, H. C, Rose Hill, v. C. ; R. I. & P. , rule governing marked capacity of cars.. 1897 13s 

Hollingsworth, A. E., Dunreath, V. 111. Cent, coal 1899 Si 

Leonard, Daniel, Corning, ▼. All Railroads, on car of sheep 1894 1S9 

Ketchem & Johnson Co., Marshalltown, v. C. & N-W., agricultural Implements 1897 108 

McGrath, J., Tyrone, v. C, B. & Q., of coal 1892 86$ 

Morris, Daniel, Lawn Hill, V. C. & N.-W., of carloads 1882 4S9 

Pearson & Hay ton, Pierson, ▼. C &N.-W., grain 1899 95 

Mt. Pleasant Milling Co., v. C, B. &Q., on flour 1899 98 

Sheldon. H. C, Tingley, v. C, B. & Q., on sheep In carloads 1895 201 

Slife, M., Dedham, v. C. M.&St. P., marked capacity of cars 1899 124 

Townsend, D. W., Cherokee, v. 111. Cent. . estimating weight of brick 1899 84 

Mink, Oliver W., comptroller, letter of, in Council Bluffs complaint 1886 54s 

Miscellaneous. 

Adams, E. E., Britt. v. C, I & D. R. R. Co., compensation for printing 1886 515 

Astor, citizens of. v. C, M. &St. P., location of new town near Astor 1886 589 

Brown, .A. F., Newton, v. Central Iowa, failure to run Odd Fellows' train 1888 730 

Carlson, S. G., Stratford, v. C. &N.-W., rental for site for scales 1893 21 

Cassellman. J. H., .Ames v. C, St P. M. &0. , claim for lost mileage book 1892 842 

Davids, et al., Sanborn, v. C, M. & St. P. , unsanitary cabooses 1896 92 

Dow & Mercer, McVeigh, v. Ft. M. & N.-W., withholding of ireight 1884 500 

Expenses in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on abandonment of 

track 1891 73S 

Gillespie, Mrs. R. , Chadron, v.C. , B. & Q. , refund for ticket stolen 1889 1026 

Indebtedness of railway companies, law concerning 1884 77 

Jones, F. C, Herndon, v. D. M. & N.-W. et al., storing cars on Y track 1892 850 

Paralta, Linn county, citizens of, v.C, M. & St. P. , highway to depot 1892 814 

Randall, L. D. &. Co., Dubuque, v. Illinois Central, division of t^srritory between 

railroads 1881 132 

Slosson, |. M., Northwood, v. B., C. R & N, feeding snow-bound passengers 1883 674 

Spire, William J., Barnes City, v. C. R. 1. &P. , misconduct of train men 1892 8.6 

Valentine, H. K., Casey, v. United States Express Co., claim for perishable goods 

shipped with charges guaranteed 1892 847 

Misquoted R.\tes by Agents, Liabilities of Carriers ¥OK—see Liadility. 

Mixed Carloads— see Carloads. 

Mixed Train Service- see Train Service 

Monopoly of shipping facilities on station grounds against pullic policy 

189c, 893-895; 1891, 736, 8J4: i»92 ;8i 

Morgan, E. G. , appointed secretary of the board 1880 3 

Resigned 1887 3 
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Year Page 

NATIONAL Convention of railroad commissioners 1881 1641900 s 
see. also. Convention of Rculroad Commissi mers. 

"Navigation, Obstruction of— see Obstrttction and (herfioiv. 

Nbgligbnce in Care of Station —see Station. 

New Lines, construction of 1898 6 

Night Station SBRVicE-see Station. 

NoRTHWOOD Case— see, also, Abandonment of Road. 

Certified to attorney-t^eneral 1884 4S 

Nuisance— 

Excavation of pit by railway company causing water to collect near highway 1900 20S 

Woman's Village Imp. Co., Coon Rapids, v. C. , M. &St. P.. unsightly piles of dirt.. 1897 105 

OBSTRUCTI^fG Streets .and Highway Crossings— see, also. Crossings Highway . 

Dodd, F. B., Waucoma, v. C, M. & St. P., with standing trains 1896 11 1 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. Citizens of Murray, by elevator 1887 687 

Barney, B., mayor of Meservey, v. M. C. & Ft. D., street with cars 1806 153 

Johnson and Erickson. Pickering, v C, M.&St. P., by fence 1893 209 

Xee, L. W., Wick, v. C. G. W., by standing train 1898 80 

Lc Mars, citizens of, v. 111. Cent 1890 861,889 

Murchison, A. S., Williamsburg, v. C. M. & St. P., by trains 1886 517 

Murray, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q., at highway crossing 1886 S6S 

Murray, citizens of. v. C, B. &Q., protest of Joseph Gafford 1887 687 

Ochiltree. T. J., Morning Sun, v. B., C. R. & N. , blockading streets 1884 535 

Roley, T. T., Keswick, v. B. , C. R. & N. , by standing train 1896 ia6 

Rudolf, A. K , North McGregor, v. C. , M. & St. P., by trains 1900 166 

Russell, J. M., Storm Lake, v. HI. Cent., by elevator : 1893 i54 

Thomas, A. D.. Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W., streets across station grounds 1893 156 

Turner et al. , Colfax, v. C. , R. 1. & P., by train 1893 210 

Walker, Geo. D., Teeds Grove, v. C, M. & St. P.. by trains 1900 177 

Waters, James, Des Moines, v. C. & N.-W. , with cars 1892 832 

Wind, Carl, Herndon, v. CM. & St. P., by train 1900 aoi 

Wyatt, E. R., et al., Lamoille, v. C. & N.-W., with train 1886 554 

Zeidler, J. C, Mallard, v C. R.I. &P. , by building and platform 1893 155 

Obstruction and Overflow— 

Amundson.H., Ellsworth, v. C. & N.-W. , watercourse and highway 1888 738 

Anderson, A. A., etal., Okoboji, v. C, M. & St. P. , navigation 1892 741 

Antrim, Wm., Randolph, V. C, B. & Q. , insufficient drainage 1900 187 

Armstrong, J R. , road supervisor, Marion, v. C, M. & St. P., watercourse 1894 246 

Arthurs, C. H., Oakland Mills, v. St. L. K. & N. W., improper ditch 1900 132 

Barnholdt, Clause. Wiota, v. C, R. I. & P. , lack of culverts 1890, 951; 1891 328 

Beebe, J. W , Talmage. v. C. G. W. , waste water from tank — 1892, 857; 1893 210 

Boal, John, etal., Mitchellville, v. C. . R. I & P. , insufficient drainage 1897 144 

Campbell, J. S. K., Morning Sun, v. Iowa Cent., drainage 1896 172 

Craig, W. F. , et al. , Davis City, v. C, B. & Q. , of watercourse 1890 879 

Crozier, C. E. . Oskaloosa, v. B. & W. and C. & N.-W., of watercourse 1890 860 

C. R I. & P. R'y Co. V. C, St. P. &K. C, at grade railroad crossing 1887 735 

Donner, J. D.. etal., Marshalltown, v. W. , 1. & N., by defective construction 1887 713 

Eldon drainage case ' 1895 125 

Fortney, David, Otho, v. M. & St. L., refusal to lower culvert 18S5 551 

Giles, Charles, Talmage, v. C. . B. & Q., of waterway 1890 845 

Greenwood township, trustees of. Bancroft, v C & N.-W., of watercourse 1894 343 

Guthrie county, citizens of, v. C , M. & St. P., near Bagley 1893 '142 

Harding, N. G. , Des Moines, v. D. M.,N. & W. etal., drainage 1899 87 

Hendrie, J. S., et al. , Pacific Junction, v. C., B. & Q . of creek 1884 569, 574 

Huxley, citizens of, by O. L. Hatteberg, v. C, M. & St. P., of watercourse 1893 230 

Innis, W. H., et. al. , Emraetsburg, v. B., C. R. & N., navigation 1886 474 

Jcnks, A. N., Sheldahl, V. C. & N.-W. , by surface water 1885 579 

Kelley, W. F.. Decatur county, v. D. M. & K. C. damages on account of 1890 885 

Kendall, W. T., etal., Spirit Lake, v. C, M. & St. P., navigation 1885 491 

Kline, George, Glidden. v. C. & N.-W., insufficient waterway 1891 771 

Koons, J. H , Des Moines, v. C. G. W., drainage 1895 152 

Lange, .A., Froelich, v. C, M. & St. P., insufficient drainage 1892 832 
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Obstruction and Overflow— Continued— 

Lestina, F., Froelich, V. C, M. & St. P., highway crossing 1897 119 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, v. C. G. W., damage on account of 1893 203 

McConnell.T. D., Botna, v. C. & N.-W., from emtmnkment i8g6 139 

McNaughton, M. N. , Villisca, V. C, B. & Q., stock drowned 1887 766 

Mitchell, L., Blairsburg. V. III. Cent., drainage 1895, i97; 1896 57 

Moore, Thomas, etal., Turin, V. C. & N.-W., arbitration 1889999.1002 

Powell, Charles, etal. , Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., damage, by reason of 1893 M^ 

Rick, Jan:esG. , Granger, v. D. M., N. &W. , defective drainage 1897 113 

Rodgert, G. W. , Fort Dodge, v. M. &St. L. . petition to drain excavation 1886 524 

Shopell, Henry, Mt. Union, v. B. & N. W., damage caused by 1883 6S4 

Simmons, C. H., Mapleton, v. C, M. & St. P., drainage 1899 ^3 

Smith, E. J., North English, v. C. , M. & St. P.. improper drainage 189a 83a 

Terry, J. L., Martelle, v. C, M. & St. P., of watercourse 1892 740 

Tibbets, D., Miles, et al., v. C , R. I. & P., drainage near Eldon 1895 12s 

Turner, James R., Wiota, v. C. R. I. & P., insufficient drain pipe 1891 790 

Wall Lake, township trustees of, v. C. &. N.-W.. diversion of natural stream 1900 141 

Wilcox, J. A. , Sanborn, V. C. , M. & St. P., of watercourse .. 1893 230 

Wright, W. H. H., Dunlap, v. C. & N.-W., insufficient drainage 1883 39 

Yungclass, J. H., Ouncombe, v. III. Cent., of highway ... i88s S4S 

VuDgeJess. J. H., Webster City, v. 111. Cent., of defective culvert 1882 S67 

Officers' Salaries 1888 649 

Omnibus Privilbgbs~ 

Anderson, P. G. , & Son, Mason City, v. C, M. & St. P., discrimination in 189$ 222 

Beach, W. H., Goldheld, V. R'y Co. 's refusal to allow him 1898 87 

Close, George v., Iowa Fails, V. B., C. R & N. etal., discrimination in 1892 763 

Hackmen of Sioux City V. R'y Companies, discrimination in 1890 881 

Smith, etal., Manilla, v. C, M. & St P., hotel runners at stations 1888 (197 

Stalker, J. W., Iowa Falls, v. Illinois Central, discrimination 1897 120 

Thomassen, John G. , Pella, V C, R. I. & P., discrimination in 1890 903 

Todd, J. B., Manilla, v. C, M. & St. P., privileges of hotel runners at stations 1894 277 

Van Houser. F. andC, Cedar Falls, v. 111. Cent., discrimination in 1881 13$ 

Operating Expenses— 

Must be met by earnings 1880 178 

Percentage of different classes of 18S0 162 

Operators, Telegraph, Petition for— see .S/a/w« . 

Orders of Commissioners, their nature should be specific, instead of advisory; opinion 

by supreme court 1892 21, 39 

Over-Capitalization— see Watered StocJ^. 

Overcharge on Sand— see Rates. 

Overcharge in Passenger Fares— see Passenger Fares. 

.Allen, D. P., Carroll, v. C. , M. & St. P. et al., on car of junk 1889 105S 

Amos, T. B. , Essex, v. C. , B. & Q., on calves 1887 752 

Archie, W. F., Spencer, v. C. , M. & St. P., refund ordered 1881 137 

Arnold, J. M., Davis City, v. C, B. & Q., on posts 1888 731 

Aye, Rolf, Grundy Center, V. B., C. R. & N., on timothy seed 1895 224 

Banks, J. A., Cooper, v. D. M. N. &. W., on thresher engine for repairs 1892 834 

Barber, Ed., Gliddon, v. C. & N.-W., in rateon buggy 1884 49, 69 

Barr, S. P. , Eagle GroTe, T. M. C & Ft. D. , on empty baskets 1887 684 

Barrett & Son. Mount Vernon, v. C. & N.-W., on corn 1887 689 

Bathe, G. R , Tuskeego, v. C. , B. & Q , on cars of hogs 1889 1054 

Baxter. J. W. , Lewis, v. C, R. I. & P., on livestock 1888 833 

feeach, C. L., Stratton, Neb. , v. M. & St. L., error in quoting rates t886 612 

Blanchard, D. A., Adel, v. C. & N.-W. , on wagons.-. 1887 690 

Blancbard, D. A. , .^del, v. D. M. N. & W. , on buggy, interstate 1896 93 

Borum, S. J.. Des Moines, v. C, B. & Q. and D. M. N. & W., on billiard tables 189b 122 

Bowers, Charles, Quincy, 111., v. C, R. I. & P. , on ticket 1892 843 

Bunker & Hazzard, Newell, v 111. Cent, et al. , on agricultural feed steamer 1891 rro 

Bussard, J. & Co. , Imogene, v. Wabash, refund of 18^4 497 

Breezley. W. H., Kelly, V. C, & N.-W. et al., refusal of joint rates 1892 ^46 

Brent, L. H., Weston, v. C. &N.-W., erroneous classification 1882 531 

Brockway, E. F., Ainswortb, v. C, R. I. &P., on live stock, etc 1888 682 
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Overcharge— 

Brown, C. M., Anamoaa, v. B.. C. R. & N. andC, M. & St. P., on heifer 

Browo, W. S. , Manson, .V. 111. Cent., marked capacity of car 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. 411. Cent., on stone 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. C, M. & St. P., on account of minimum weight 

Brown. L. A., of Jeffries & Brown, Davis City, ▼. C, B. & Q., on apples 

Canfield, Charles, Estherville, v. C, M. & St. P., on household ffoods 

Carpenter. D. J., Beloit, v. C, M. &St. P., on account of applyinif interstate rates 
to state commerce 

Carpenter & Genung, Independence, v. C. . B. &Q. , on horse power 

Carroll, E. L., Adel. v. D. M. N. & W., on wheat 

Carroll, T. R., Plainfield, v. 111. Cent., on coal 

Chambers, S. £., Corwith, v. C, R. I. & P., on wagon 

Clarke, O. J., Sibley, v. C, St. P , M. & O., on merchandise 

Cline & Bennett, Meriden, v. 111. Cent., incorrect weight on lumber 

Cline, J., Reasoner, v. C, R. I. & P.. on live stock 

Cochran, Robert, Audubon, v. B., C. R. & N., on bull 

Codd, H. G. S., Westfield, v. C. &N.-W., on live stock 

Cole, J. L., Son, Greene, v. B., C. R. & N., on wall paper 

Conroy, P. T.. Walnut, v. C, R. I. & P., on stock cattle 

Cooper, A. A., Dubuque, v. C, M. & St. P , on wagons 

Cooper, A. G., Ottosen, v. B., C. R. & N., on stock 

Cooper, A. M., Tracy, v. C, B. &Q., on car of corn 

Corwin, J. H., Dedham, ▼. B., C. R. & N., et al , on household goods 

Cox, J.R., Deiter, v. C. & N.-W. andC, R. I. &P., on threshing outfit 

Crandall & Eyer, Webster City, v. 111. Cent., on spring wagons 

Cresswell, John, Bonaparte, v. C. , Ft M. & D. M., on stock cattle, interstate 

Critcbfield, J. W., Lucas, v. C, B. & Q.,on portable house 

^Crosby, C. F.. South English, v. C, R. I & P., passenger fare 

'Cunningham & Gray, Blenco, v. C. &N.-W.,etal , on fence posts 

Dammier. Wm., Newton, v. C, R. I. & P., refund of overcharge 

Darby, J. H.,Belmond, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to apply joint rates on hogs 

Davis, J. £., Coin, v. C, M. & St. P., on household goods 

Denton, Robert, Iowa City, v. C, R. I. &P., on bull 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works v. 111. Cent., charges on marked capacity of car 

Dickey, William G., Maxwell v. C, St. P & K. C. et al., on coal 

Downing, W. E. , Selma, v. C, B. & K. C. et al., on lumber 

Dunlap, J. H., Clarinda, v. C. , B. & Q.. on wagon 

Dunlap, W. £., Alliance, Neb., v. C, M. &St.P., refund of bridge toll 

Earle, W. C. Waukon, v. C, M & St. P., stock in Ames palace car 

Eckroot, John, Beacon, v.C, R. I. &P., interstate 

Ellis, G. M. , Emmetsburg, v. C, M. & St. P., on sulky 

Ellyton, Zed, West Liberty, v. B., C. R. & N., on horse 

Fairchild, E., Chester, v. C, M. & St. P., on horses, interstate 

Ferguson, T. W., Dallas Center, v. C, R. I. & P., on roll of harness leather 

Foster, T. M., North English, v. B., C, R. & N., drugs 

Fowler, L. M. . Watkins, v. C. &N.-W., on light top buggy 

Freeman, F. M., Davis City, v. American Express Co., on two dogs 

Frizzell, Thomas, Malcom, v. C. , R. I. & P., on smoke stack 

Fuller, J. W. , Kellerton. v. C. , B. & Q. , on hardware 

Garvin, William, Marcus, v. 111. Cent., on horse power 

Garvin, William, Marcus, v. 111. Cent., on corn 

Giant Coal Co., Des Moines, v. C. & N.-W., on coal 

Gibbs, E. H., Oskaloosa, v. C, B. & Q. and B & Western, on merchandise 

Gilbert, H. A., Estherville, v. B. , C. R. & N. , on car of coal 

Gillespie, J. T. , Nevada, v. C. & N -W., overweight on empty barrels 

Golden, C. M., Kellogg, v. C, R. I. & P , shipment of seeds 

Gooch, N. L. , Avon, v. C. & N.-W., emigrant movables 

Goodsell, L.. Fergus Falls, Minn., v. B. , C. R. & N., in passenger fare 

Grifiin, E. A.. Tekemah, Neb., v. C. , M. & St. P., on household goods 

Griffin, Patrick, Grand River, v. H. & S., on car of corn 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. K. C. & St. J. & C. B 1882, 533; 
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1883 


533 


i8q6 


61 


l^ 


186 


1887 


718 


1891 


772 


1883 


667 


1890 


849 


1889 


99S 


188T 


133 


1898 


93 


1885 


499 


18R8 


71s 


1883 


698 


i88}t 


730 


1884 


540 


1894 


abo 


1884 


524 


1899 


97 


1881 


138 


1900 


183 


1896 


76 


1889 


1048 


1893 


845 


1881 


13a 


1899 


12s 


1900 


207 


1879 


as 


1889 


]o6i 


1M96 


149 


1895 


203 


1895 


163 


1884 


547 


1895 


218 


1887 


779 


1888 


733 


1887 


750 


1894 


310 


1888 


834 


1900 


133 


1889 


998 


1K86 


511 


1899 


106 


T888 


690 


1899 


68 


1888 


677 


189a 


854 


1892 


853 


1887 


751 


1890 


848 


1894 


236 


1885 


504 


1885 


519 


1889 


ic6o 


1889 


99b 


i«88 


732 


1898 


51 


1883 


617 


1891 


772 


1888 


680 


1883 


604 
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Year Pa^e 
OvERCHAKGn— Con iinugd— 

Guthrie, S. C, Webster City, v. 111. Cent., on oil tanit wa^oa 1888 745 

Hale.W. C, Wellman, v. C, R. I. & P.. on car of oats * 1887 761 

Hall, C. E., Glenwood. Neb., v. C. , B. &Q., on bull • 1884 S44 

Hadley, A. J.. Deltay. Col., v. C. R. I. & P. and D. & R. G.. on household goods.. 1897 81 

Hall. Truman, Bedford, V. C. M. & St. P. and C, B. &Q., on buggy 1896 6s 

Hamilton, J. M., Welda, Kan., v. C. B. &Q., on bull 1885 559 

Hershey Lumber Co., Muscatine, v. B., C. R. & N., on lumber, change of rates with- 
out notice 1883 56s 

Hersey, L. G., Earlville, v. 111. Cent. , on five cars of corn 1887 713 

Hill, F. W., Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., on fiour from Waterloo to Melbourne 1888 681 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. C, M. & St. P., on car of pontes for state lair 1889 1063 

Holmes. Jos., Marshalltown. v. C. &N.-W , on car of apples 1891 757 

Hollister, Lumber Co., Manchester, v. 111. Cent., on coal 1900 172 

Hoopes, T. J., Eugene, v. C. , B. &Q, on household goods and lumber 1883 467 

Hornaday, C. A., Udell, v. C. , M. & St. P., on hay press, interstate 1898 88 

Howe, J. P. , Fenton, v. C. & N.-W., stone, etc 1900 221 

Hoyt, M. A.. & Bros., Carroll, v. C. &N.-W 1879 aS 

Hughes, J. C, Norwalk. v. D. M. & K, C, on logs 1897 88 

Hunna, A , Abingdon, v. C, R. I. &P. , household goods, interstate 1892 731 

Hupp, John, et al. , V. C, R. I. & P., on live stock 1898 73 

Hulburt, L. E., etal., Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., on coal 1881 141 

Hutchroft & Co., Kossuth, v. B. ,C. R. &N , on slack coal 1889 1003 

Igo, Lewis. Palmyra, v. C.&N.-W.. on com shipments 1887 691 

Jackson, A., Tama City, v. U. P.. on mixed car of live stock 1883 564 

Japp, Gust., Rosedale, v. C, R. I. & P. and C. ik. N.-W., on horse power 1889 1041 

Jennings, F., Rose Hill, v. C, R. I. & P. et a 1., live stock 1898 43 

Jergens, Fred, Everly. v. C, M. & St. P., on household goods 1896 9S 

Jervis, John. Cleveland, v. C, B. &Q., portable home 1900 203 

Jickling, Willing. Ira, V. C. G. W., on buggy 1894 239 

Johnson, J. F , Paton, v. C. R. I & P., on car of horses 1892 834 

Johnson, J., Red Oak, v. Central Iowa, on livestock 1884, 519; i88s 4<>7 

Johnson. A., Tingley, v. H. & S. et al., on coal 1888 678 

Jones, T. B., Beaconsfield, v.C , B. & Q., two minimums 1899 iii 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., on coal 1889 1094 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, V. M. C. & Ft. D. , on coal 1889 991 

Kelley, J. W., Osceola, v. C. , B. & Q. , on lime 1880 17 

Knowles, C. B., Glenwood, v. C, B. & Q., on cow 1898 53 

Knowles, W. F., Sioux City, v. 111. Cent., on light, bulky package. 1882 4S0 

Knowles, W. H., James, v. American Express Co., on small package 1891 771 

Knowlton .Mfg. Co., Rockford, III , v. C, M. &St. P., on implements 1885 S47 

Kreutzer & Wassen, Marshalltown. v. C. & N.-W., on lumber 1881 133 

Krueger, C. F., Des Moines, v. C. & N -W., on household goods 1894 252 

LaGrange, J. H., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., on junk to Chicago 1897 68 

Lane Implement Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. & Q., on short haul 1895 i75 

Leech, James, Derby, V. C, B. & Q., on bob-sleds 1887 696 

Leeper, J. E. & Co., Pleasanton, r. C. , B. & Q. et al., petition for refund 1889 1013 

Leimkuehler, F., Moscow. V. C, R. I. & P., on binding twine 1897 117 

Looker, J. K. M., Bonaparte, v. C . R. I & P., emigrant movables 1891 825 

Lummis, W. D. F., Perry, v. C & N.-W. . on iron safe 1885 534 

Marshall, Ed. , Casey, v. C, R. I. & P.. on household goods 1894 ^93 

Mathews, E., Randalia, v. B., C. R. & N., mixed car oi live stock 1893 224 

McDaneld&Co., D. H. & Co.. Iowa City, v. B. , C R. & N., on dead hogs 1886 585 

McDonald, G. W., Dysart. v, B., C. R. &N. , on merchandise 1884 519 

McGilora. L. E,, Larchwood, v. B.. C R. & N.. traffic from point to point in Iowa 

though passing outside the state in transit, is state commerce 1892 862 

McKay, F. D., Adel, v. D. M N. &. W , on coal 1897, nS; 1900 aoo 

McKinley, Geo. F. , St. Ansgar, v. B. , C. R. & N., on household goods 1895 204 

Meade, S. K., Rockwell City, v. D. M N. &W.. on butter and eggs 1888 691 

Meade, S. K., Rockwell City, v. D. M. N. & W., on salt and other merchandise 1889,999.1002 

Mennig & Slater, Des Moines, v. C. R. I. & P. etal., on pickles 1900 202 

Miller, H. C. Corydon, v. H. & S., on car of corn 1887 706 
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Year Pstge 
Overcharges— CofittMued - 

Miller, John, Waukon. v. C. M. & St. P., on broom corn .^.... 1892 830 

Moore & Gill, Kansas City, v. K. C, St. J. & C B. on car of merchandise 1883 676 

Moore, N., Van Meter, v. C, R. I. & P , on wheat to Chicago 1897 58 

Moran & McManus, Adair, v. C, R. I. &. P., on merchandise 1885 55o 

Morris, Daniel. Lawn Hill, v. C. &N.-W., minimum carload 1882 459 

Murray, Geo. P., VViota. v. C. M. & St. P.. on emigrant movables 1891 773 

Nichols, Pliny, West Liberty, v C. R. I. & P.. on stock for fairs 1881. 141: 1884 5^7 

Nicholson, H., Maple River Junction, v. C. & N.-W., on emigrant movables 1888 710 

Norton, C. W., Durant. v. C, R. I. & P. and C, M. & St. P., on live stock I884 520 

Nye, J. P., Essex, v. C, B. & Q , on corn 1883 724 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Center, v. B., C. R. & N.. excessive rates 1883 733 

Ormsby, A. L,, Emmetsburg. v. B., C. R. &N. , on carriage, interstate 1896 99 

Owens, A.. Carlisle, v. C, B. &Q., excessive freight charges 1894 243 

Pearson & Hayton, Pierson. v C. & N.-W., grain 1899 95 

Persons, B. D. Blencoe, V. C & N.-W. et al., on car of posts 1889 1053 

Plummer, J. W. & Son. New Hartford, v. 111. Cent., apples, interstate 1899 ic9 

Powers, T. B.,Scranton, v. C. & N -W., live stock and agricultural implements 1898 41 

Preston, F. B., Adel, v. D. M. N. & W., on empty egg cases 1891 7^9 

Radwicb. S., Davis City, v. C. , B. & Q , passenger fare 1888 75o 

Reasoner, Mrs. H. M., Reasoner, v. C, R. I. & P., on live stock 1889 1066 

Redhead, George S., Des Moines, v D. M. &K. C, on young bulls 1896 96 

Reinberger & Schroeder, Des Moines, v. C. & N.-W , on furniture, K. D 1886 514 

Renken & Tammen, Parkersburg. v. 111. Cent , on brick in carloads 1883 691 

Riburn, Thomas, New Albfn, v. C. . M. & St. P. and B.. C. R. & N.,on bull 1884 53* 

Risley, T. E. D., Shenandoah, v. C, B. &Q., on horses, lack of joint rates 189S i59 

Ritchie, W. S. , & Son, Muscatine, v. B. , C. R. & N. etal., on car of oats 1886 588 

Rippey Coal Co., Rtppey, v. C, M. & St. P. , on coal 1889 1026 

Roberts. F., Coon Rapids, v. C, B. & Q. , on account of overweight 1898 83 

Roberts, J & Co., Columbus, Neb., v. C, B. &Q , on shelled corn 1884 547 

Rogers, Warren, Marathon, v. C. & N.-W. , on emigrant movables 1888 722 

Rosegrant, S. C. Galva. v. C. & N.-W. on oil meal 1885 5" 

Rosenberg. Isaac, Traer, v. B. . C. R. & N., on merchandise 1884 503 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, v. 111. Cent., on marble 1883 689 

Schenk, Walter, Burlington, v. C. , M. & St. P., on passenger ticket 1885 525 

Scott, O. B., Peterson, v. U. S. Ex. Co., organ 1898 42 

Shearer, F. W., Ida Grove, v. C. & N -W., on telephone poles 1884 587 

Sheldon, H. C. , Tingley, v. C, B. & Q. , minimum weight on sheep 189s 201 

Shultz, H. E., Dows, v. B., C. R. & N.. on show case 1884 532 

Smith, E. H , Dubuque, v. 111. Cent, et al., on goods for state fair 1K84 540 

Smith. E R., etal., Fairfield, v. C. . R. I. & P., on live stock 1898 73 

Smith. H. C, New Hartford, v. 111. Cent., on household goods 1884 5c 5 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, v. C, M. & St. P., on feed 1882 563 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, v. III. Cent. , et al., joint rates refused 1891 .762 

Smith, S., etal.. New Market, v. St. L., K. & N. W., on household goods 1886 608 

Smith & Shaul, Quimby, v. K. C. St. J, & C. B.,on car apples 1890 869 

Starlin, John, Missouri Valley, v. Wabash, on stone 1884 498 

Steer. William M., West Branch. V. B., C R. & N. R'y Co., on coal i884 591 

Steeves, J. C, Page Center, v. H. & S. andC, B. &, Q,, joint rates refused 1892 852 

Stow, A. E. , Castana v., C. & N.-W., on old wagon 1900 163 

Tasker. Thomas G.. Onslow, v. C. & N.-W., on corn 1887 728 

Tasker, K. S, Onslow, v. C. M. & St. P., on corn to Chicago 1896 131 

Taylor, H. L., East Peru, v. C, B. & Q. et al.. on emigrant movables 1893 211.223 

Teal, C, Ocheyedan. v. B.,C. R, & N. , on general merchandise 1885 549 

Tennessee Cedar and Timber Co.. Wanamaker, v. C. B. & Q, etal . onaccountof 

stakes on cars 1898 58 

Thomas, .-\. £., Des Moines, v C, B. & Q , on cow 1887 781 

Tuttle, L., Lawrence, Kan. , v. M. & St. L , on hay 1886 498 

Vorse, F. W., Des Moines, v. M. & .St. L., on agricultural implements 1884 54S 

Voss, Fred, Logan, v. C. & N -W., on live stock 1889 1059 

Wagner. Phil, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W., on emigrant movables 1S91 750 

Watson, Mrs., Sioux City, v. K. C. , St. J. & C. B. et al., on household jroods 1883 669 
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Year Page 
Overcharges— Continued— 

Watson, J. A., Hull, v. C, M. & St. P., on emigrant movables, interstate 1896 162 

Webb, G. B. , Rhodes V. Adams Express Co 1900 161 

Webb, Henry, Kew, v. C. , B. &Q. , exorbitant rates 1883 626 

Weir, H. C, Mt. Pleasant, v. C. , B. &Q., on live stock by weight 18-S9 1049 

Weir, R. H , Winthrop, Dak., v. B. , C. R. &N., on household goods iS8s 563 

Wells, Geo. , Bank, Germania, v. B. , C. R. & N. , grain to Chicago iSgS SS 

Weston, F. E. , Carroll, V C. & N -W., on hay 1898 50 

Williams, Imp. Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. R. &N. , goods not shipped O. R 1884 s^S 

Williams, R. R. , Keb, v. C, B. & Q. , on house 1897 9S 

Wilson, J. C, Harper, v. C . , R . I. & P. , on carriage 1 892 844 

Wilson, E. L., Truro, V. C. G. W., on buggy 1890 117 

Wiss Bros. , Alts, v. 111. Cent , on live stock prior to acceptance of commissioners' 

rates and pending injunction proceedings i S94 282 

Wiswell, E. R., Rolfe, v. C. N.-W., on hay i8»8 718 

Witham, J. W., Des Moines, v. D. M. & K. C. , in passenger fare 1892 849 

Wright, W. T., Oskaloosa,v. C. & N.-W. et al., on passenger ticket... 1887 732 

Yaggy, E. H., Audubon, V. B., C. R & N., on emigrant movables 18^85 583 

Yocum, A. , et al. Van Cleve, v. C. , St. P. & K. C, tickets to state fair 1889 1061 

Young, Charles, Taintor, v. Iowa Cent., on emigrant movables 1891 756 

Zangs, H. A., Ottumwa. V. C. , B. & K. C. , on whiskey 18S4 $9^ 

OvSRCHARGB, refunded in case of violation of long and short haul clause 1894 279 

Over-crossings— see Crossing^, 

OvKRFLOW— see Drainage, Damages, Obstruction. 

Ownership and Control of Railroads by Government— see Government. 

Owners' Risk— 

Contract exempting common carrier from liability not^uthorized bylaw 1882 41s 

Law concerning 1884, 528. 1892 831 

Complaints Concerning— 

Campbell, Daniel, Blencoe, v. S. C. & P. and C. & N.-W., damages 1S82 46s 

Crawford, W. H., Hampton v. Iowa Cent , on bulk flaxseed 1881 138 

Erickson, C. A., Meservey, v. M. C. & Ft. D., released shipments 1892 831 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. C. B. &Q. etal 1883 S53 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C. , K. I. &P. , damages for breakage 1890 87S 

Williams Imp. Co., Dubuque, v. B. , C. R. & N., carrier's liability unaffected 1884 528 

Williams, W. L., Corning, v. C, B. &Q. , in shipments of dairy products 1886 ^\o 

PALACE Stock Cars— 

Fields & Bro., W. M., Cedar Falls, v. all lines, extra charge for 1892 839 

Passengers Carried on Freight Trains— see Train Service. 
Passenger Fares— 

Discussed at national convention of commissioners 1891 30, 35 

InNewYork • 1878 52 

Reduction of discussed 1887.475; 1889 42 

With reference to improved condition of roads 1891 2s 

Ten cents extra on failure to purchase tickets— see, also. Ejection from Train 1891 780 

Complaints Concerning— 

Armour, Volney, Livermore, v. M. &St, L., extra fare paid on train 1852 83s 

Baker, T. M., Cumming, v C. G. W., excessive passenger fare 1894 235 

Bradford, W. E. , Britt, v. C, M. & St. P. , excessive passenger rates 1883 7i2 

Crosby, C. F., South English, v. C, R. I. & P, excessive 1879 27 

Curl, C, E., Bloomfield v. C, B. &Q., advertised excursion rates refused 1883 537 

Cade, R. C, Carroll, V. C. & N.-W., on railway ticket 1897 69 

Dammier, William. Newton, v. C, R. I. & P. , not part of freight charges 1896 149 

Danner, W. W. , Des Moines, for Holiness Association, camp meeting rates. .1894. 32S; 1895 193 

Day, Homer, Blythedale, .Mo., v. C, B. & (J., fare paid on train 1892 832 

Frazier, J. S. , Nevada, v. C. & N.-W., overcharge on account of longest route 1897 121 

Harris, A., Avoca, V, C, R. I. & P., overcharge in 1881 127 

Herring, I., Des Moines, V. C, St. P. & K. C 1892 850 

Howard, E. A., Fairfield, v. C. St. P. , M. & O. , fare paid on train 1892 861 

Iowa Leather and Saddlery Co. , Des Moines, v. O. & St. L.. inquiry 1897 no 

Ives, C. J., V. B., C. R. & N., reduced rates to Y. M. C. A. secretaries 1S92. 854 
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Year Fsige 
Complaints Concerning— Ca«/#//«^rf— 

Leeds Improvement Co., v. III. Ceat., five-cent fare to Leeds 1889 1086 

Liirderman, M., Epwortb, v. 111. Cent., can companies be compelled to issue commuta- 
tion tickets 1897 80 

Madison, E. P., Ottumwa, v. C. , B. &Q., stop-over checks 1880 76 

Parr. F. J., Ft. Dodi^e. v. B., C. R. & N.. overcharge \ 1900 130 

Poorman, D. A. . Des Moines, v. C. , B. &Q-, extra tare paid on train 1891 83s 

Springer, A., Prairie City, v. C, R. I. & P., refusal to redeem tickets 188s 580 

Stevenson, E. C, Rockwell City, v. D. M. N. & W., discrimination .-. 189S 183 

Stewart. A. D., Yale, v. C. , M. & St. P , petition for refund of excess 1893 229 

Tracey, L. D., Des Moines, letter concerning excess paid on train 1879 31 

Weston. A. A., Victor, V. C, R. I. & P., overcharge 1898 66 

White, D. F. , Grinnell, v. C, R l.&P., 10 cents extra paid on train 1895 231 

Witham, J. W., Spirit Lake, v. B..C. R. & N., excessive 1886 573 

Passes to shippers of live stock 1883 649 

Weitzell S. E., Gowrie, v. C, R. I. & P., right of shipper to 1900 180 

Patronage for Hotel, Solicitation of— see Omnibus Privileges. 

Paving, carriers must pave between and one foot outside of rails in streets 1884 77 

Penalties, for failure to apply commissioners' rates agreement concerning 1889 35 

Percentage of Iowa Tonnage— see Tonnage. 

Percentages to short lines 1878, is; 1879.65-69; 1883,737; 1893 33 

Perishable Property, Delay in Handling— see Damages. 

Perkins, C. £., presidentC, B. &Q., letter of, on long and short haul 1886 487 

Letter of, adopting commissioners' rates 1889 29 

Personal Injury— 

Frazer, James, Paullina, v. C. &N.-W., thrown out of buggy 1884 S21 

Hill, Enoch, Mitchellville, v. C, R. I. & P., mail pouch thrown from train 1896 120 

Martin, F. A., Washington, v. C..R. I. & P 1882 531 

Reid. Cbas., Wessington, v. B., C. R &N , damages on account of 1883 S79 

Stephens, C. W., Woodward, v. C. M. &St. P.. in caboose in collision 1888 71S 

Stringham, Alonzo, Kellerton, v. C, B. &Q., damages for. 1895 33^ 

Physical Condition oFjlOADs, Improved ... 1898 4 

Platforms, height of at stations 1889 1071 

Platforms at Railroad Crossings— see Joint Stations. 

Political sitaation in Iowa discussed 1888 4445 

Pools and Pooling. 

Discossionof 1878,48:1879,69:1882,48:1883.42,5^:1894 361 

Discnssf on of, in national convention of commissioners 1894 361 

Effect of, on trade and commerce 1886 SS 

Failureof, as a method of controlling rates 1886 S7i $8 

Forbidden by law 1883 648 

Legalityof 1887 39 

Paper on, by Peter A. Dey 1894 363 

Pooling Contracts, sanctions for 1887 4a 

"Popular and Legal View Concerning," Judge Cooley 1886 34 

Potter.T. J.,letter on , » 1883 647 

Posting of Tariffs— see Tariffs. 

Poultry, Live. Provisions for Shipment of— 

Gentner, W. H., Farmington, v. C, B. & K. C 1898 49 

Power of Commissionrrs— see Authority, also. Commissioners. 

Prepaid Charges— see Charges, Rates, Prepayment; also, Freight Charges. 

Prepayment of Charges— 
Conesville, Carpenter, C. O., of. v. B., C. R. & N. , guarantee of charges on perish- 
able freight » i8q6 40 

Doyle, Charles T. . Panora, V. C & N.-W., on household goods 1883 638 

Prepayment, no discrimination allowable. (Diamond Jo case) 1889 1074 

Present Cash Value— see Value . 

Private Claims— see, also, Damages. 

Commissioners no authority to collect •. 1889 1082 

Private Side Tracks- see Side Tracks. 

Procedure before railroad commissioners 1892 21-39 

Proportion of Earnings to Short Lines— see Percentage to Shori Lines. 
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Year Pa^e 

Pro-rating discusaed /« r^ Merrill V K. & W 1888 739 

In Iowa, discussed 1H84 6 

For "feedinjf" lines 1879 6s 

Prosperity of roads iS^i 4 

Protection prom Crossings— see Crossing. 
Public Warehouses see Warefutuses, Public. 

Publicity of railroad matter desirable 1878 71 

PURDY.W. G., vice-president C, R. I. & P., earnintps discussed by i88g ■•< 

Letter of, on cash value of railroads 18S8 41-43 



Q 



UOTATIONS of Kates by Agents Binds Carriers— see Kates 



RAILROAD Question— 

Address by Thomas M. Cooley 1891 29 

Anderson, Commissioner, paper on. by is^; 52 

Discussion of \^^\ 4-39 

In its relation to accounts and statistics of'^companies 1803 40^ 

Origin and problem of, Adams iSSi 81 

Spencer. Smith, Commissioner, on 1SS9 21 

Railroad Situation in THE West. Paper by Gen. CJ. M. Dodge i8>H 39 

Railroads— 
Abandonment of road and taking up track— see a'^andonment of Road. 

Are public highways 1881 . 77: i8*n6 54 

Classification of. "A/' "B," *'C" iHsi ^5 

Crossing railroad, failure to stop at -see Crossing Stop. 
Elevation of— see Topographical Discussion. 

History of— see, also. History kS^o 2^9 

Ift hands of receivers— see Rsceivets. 

In the west, situation of, General Dodge iSSS 39 

Laws— see f.aivs Relating to Railways. 

Legislation concerning— see Legislation. 

Ownership or control by government— see (iovrnnient. 

Present cash vale of, letters concerning, etc 18S7, 131-147; J*^*^^ b6i 

Progress of railroad building discussed iSSi 77 

Stockholders and public equally intere-ted in prosperity of iS'^b 54 

Their origin and problems, Adams 18S1 Si 

Their relation to the territory they were built to serve 1SS6 50, 5.3 

When in private business cannot discriminate in favor ol themselves , 1SS9 1046 

Railroad Commissioners— 

Additional powers of, discussed— see, also, Commissioners, Authority u/. 18S5 56 

Authority of, discussion concerning law granting additional power to 1H84 42, 81 

Conference of— see Commissioners. 

Convention of 1881 164 

Discussion of, by Judjje Cooley 18S3 45 

List of Iowa commissioners— see Commissioners. 

Law discussed 1885 36 

Made elective 1889 26 

Natoinal convention of, at Columbus— see, also. Commissioners 1878 73 74 

Report to the Cullom committee on interstate commerce 18.85 33 

Rates, Freight— for passenger rates, see Passenger Fares. 

Adoption of commissioners' rales by railroads, February, 1889 1889 29-30 

Agreement of companies to adopt commissioners' schedule 1889 3$ 

Application by Iowa trunk lines for advance in 1894 184 

based solely on comparison with rates in other states 1894 193 

As between through lines and local lines, percentages 1893 33 

Authority of commissioners to make, under law of 1878 i^^9 2-; 

Carload rates on mixed cars of linseed and carbon oils 1892 S44 

Carriers no ground for complaint at reduction of by public authority to the average it 

voluntarily accepts. Int. Com. Com' n 1891 10 
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Carriers using class A rates on interstate business cannot plead for class B locally, when 

socb rates discriminate against Iowa. B.,C.R. &N i8qo 871 

Cerro Gordo and Ida counties, citizens of, petition of, to reduce 189s 220' 

Coal, ice, etc., for less than five miles 1890, 903-922; 1891 729 

Coal, petition for advance in for «» qoiles and upwards 189a 791 

Coal, protest of operators against advance in 1^94 191 

Coal rates, investigation of, ordered by Twenty-seventh General .Assembly 1899 9 

Coal, schedule in 1880 1880 28, 37 

Coal, schedule suggested by Governor Larrabee in Glenwood case 1887 633 

Commissioners', apply on shipments from point to point in Iowa, though passing out- 
side in transit 1892 38,39 

Commissioners', criticised by W. G. Purdy, vice-president C, R. I. & P i8a8 41, 42 

Commissioners', effect of on purely local roads 1891 13, 14 

Commissioners', effect on Iowa business 1891, 9-16; 1894 216 

Commissioners', intended to afford relief to business interests of state and give reasona- 
ble compensation for service 1888 3S 

Commissioners', original schedule, higher than voluntary by carriers 1888 33 

Commissioners', promulgated under law of 1888 1888, 35; 1889 933 

Commissioners', proven satisfactory 1892 25 

Commissioners', reasonable maximum a check on rate wars 1891 4 

Commissioners' schedule, applies to shipments beginning and ending in Iowr, though 

passing outside in transit 1895 216 

Commissioners' schedule, etfect of as applied to C. , R. I. & P. local traffic 1888 764 

Commissioners' schedule, in Dubuque shippers' case 1888 793 

Commissioner!' schedule, effect of as applied to C, B. & Q traffic in Iowa 1888816,817 

Commissioners', what was taken into consideration in fixing 1888 35 

Commissions paid for business, evidence of, too high. ////. Com, Cont^n 1891 10 

Commodity, to manufacturers in Iowa impracticable to grant 1894 199 

Comparison the proper method of judging a tariff 1888, 764 784 815, 1884 191 

Comparison of, in Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri. Indiana, Illinois. Ohio and Michigan, 

with Iowa distance tariff 1888, 757, 785. 8oi; 1894 193 

Comparison of, between Chicago and Iowa points, and Davenport, Dubuque and Burl- 
ington and Iowa points for some distances 1888, 762, 790, 805, 812 

Comparative table of, lor distances five miles to 430 miles 1879 10, 12 

Competition in, or equaity of 1886 33 

Complaints of, usually from non-competitive points 1882 50 

Conspiracy concerning, charge of not sustained 1888 766 

Corn, from point to point in Iowa unreasonable 1886 5.4 

Crosby, G. II., freight auditor C, R. 1. & P , concerning effect of 18H8 45 

Cutting, effect of, on revenue— see, Also, /^aie ll'ars 1891 4 

Cut rates^or rebates, burden of borne by public instead of carriers 1891 10 

Davenport shipper^' complaint 1888 767 

Decrease of 1880 173 

Differential 1882 32 

Disastrous effect of lack of uniformity in 1882 48 

Discussed in ' 'Railroad Question"— see Railroad Question. 

Discussed 1879, 63. 65, 70; 1881 6 

Discussion of, by President Perkins of C. B. & Q 1884 10 

Discussed at national convention of commissioners 1891 30-35 

Discrimination between stations and shippers , 1883 ^1 

Discrimination in, against localities 1883 44 

Discrimination in, just and unjust 1880 179 

Discrimination in, evil effects of 1883 55 

Discrimination in to Iowa jobbing centers 1881 53 

Distances for over 400 miles 1889 "03 

Earned, distribution of, among expenses *. i88s 54 

Earnings in Iowa under commissioners' 1891 13 

Effects of adoption of class A on roads entitled to 30 per cent hi^'her 1891 T4 

Elevators favored In 1883 62 

Express, discussed 1897 5 

Farm products discussed 1S84 30 
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Fixed by board, contested in the courts, discussion of 1888 3$ 

Flexibility of, desirable 1886 59 

Fluctuation of 1885 43 

General discussion of in reference to wholesalers and retailers 1884 71 

Gradual reduction of, comparative-tables ot *. 188(7,16-51 

Grain and other products in Iowa, rates on discussed 1884 7-13 

High 1883 92 

How may just rates be determined.' etc 1893 4M, 40/ 

Increase of 1878 59 

In Iowa on corn, oats, and stock, compared by years 1884 31 

Iowa, railroads receive full amount of allowed by schedule. 1894 196 

Iowa rates, supreme court's opinion on, in Barriscase, discussed 1897 9 

Illinois, rates fixed by commissioners not actually chaiged 1894 X9S 

Illinois, rates based on mileage percentage of through rates or arbitraries 1894 196 

Interstate on corn, voluntary reduction of by Iowa lines 1S84 is 

Interstate, regulation of by state authority not authorized 1882 aS 

Interstate, discriminating against Iowa points 1888 790 

Jobbers and retailers equal 1884 69 

Jobbers, withdrawn by railroad companies 1884 7o 

Joint~seey<0rM/ Rates. 

Largest immediate returns not necessarily most profitable 1883 41 

Law granting power to fix, g 24, literal copy of Illinois law 1888,31; 1S94 aai 

Law cannot be construed away by commissioners 1894 190 

Laws of surrounding states, provisions of regarding 189$ Tii 

Legislation recommended 1889 42 

Litigation concerning 1889 30 

Live stock in palace cars^see Palace Stock Cars. 

Live stock, in less than car load, requirement of company for attendants, etc 1894 347 

Local, conference between commissioners and railroad officials 1879 9 

Logs in Indiana and Illinois compared with log rates in Iowa 1891 786 

Logs should be the same as elm wood, opinion by President C. J. Ives 1891 786 

Loirs compared with rates on manufactured lumber 1891 7S6 

Losses by competitive made up at non-competitive i88a 48 

Lower, than published tariff, accepted by carrier, conclasive evidence that pablished 

rates are unreasonably high Int. Com. Com^n 1891 10 

Low rates in doll seasons, no criterion for establishment of new schedule 1889 1095 

Manufacturers in Iowa should have low on raw material i^8a 3S-4S 

Maximum in Iowa higher than in Illinois 1882 a8 

Maximum and Minimum, discussion of 1885 53 

May legitimately be reduced to average of what is received for railroad service, in- 
cluding that done free or at reduced rates. Int. Com Com^n 1891 11 

Mileage on cars furnished by shippers, acts as rebate (Schoonmaker) 1891 30 

Misquoted by agents— see Liability. 

Nebraska, Justice Brewer's opinion of rates in 1894 198 

Nebraska, not correct basis of comparison with Iowa 1894 198 

On branch lines, not determined by cost of service thereon 1883 45 

Overcharge accruing during injunction against commissioners' rates 1894 28a 

Per cent of increase of in tariff of May 10, 1888, over Illinois rate 1888 75S-7S3 

Percentage of Iowa local to through on C, B. & Q 1888 817 

Percentage of through rates effective in Illinois, but not in Iowa 1895 vii 

Percentage of, allowed to short lines on through business 1879 6s 

Per ton per mile compared, 1868 to x88i, for 300 miles 1881 8 

Per ton per mile from Chicago to Iowa points compared with Iowa rates 1889 1090 

Per ton per mile 1884 29 

Petition of Cerro Gordo and Ida counties for reduction in 1885 x, 220 

Posting of— see Tariffs. 

Population and earnings per mile in various states 1894 198 

Power of legislature to delegate power to fix discussed 1888 35-36 

Procedure followed 1892 2$ 

Producer forgotten in fixing 1882 49-50 

Proportion of through should not be higher than local '. 1884 515 



' 
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Fro-rating per mile as a rate-making basis / 1879 68 

Pro-rate percentage *. 1894 196 

Pro-rate percentage not permitted west of Mississippi river 1894, 197, 198; 1895 vii 

Publicity of tends to prevent abuses 1883 34^1 

Publicity of, good results from 1884 4 

Reasonable, discussion of 1886 29 

Reasonableness and stability of, the first requirement 1882 49 

Reasonable discussed, paper by Commissioner Fleming, Kentucky 1894 318 

Reasonable, discussed by Judge Brewer 1894 218 

Reasonable, decision of Minnesota supreme court afiFecting 1897 302 

Reasonableness of, experiment the only ie^i— Judge Brewer's Decision 1889 32-34 

Reasonable, defined by interstate commerce commission 1891, 10; 1894 218 

Reasonable, defined by Judge Brewer 1894 218,219 

Reasonable, defined by Iowa commissioners 1894 221 

Reasonable, value of railroad property an element in determining 1894 221,227 

Reasonable discussed 1892 4S 

Reasonable, report of committee on, at national convention of 1893 4oa 

Reduced on several carloads 1880 182 

Reduction in by railway companies 1890 24 

Reduction of 01 grain 1884 9-12 

Reduction, 80 per cent in local, by Illinois railroad commission i88a 26 

Reduction of not always followed by reduction of gross or net revtuue—Judgre Brewer's 

Decision 1889 34 

Relation ot to business depression and market price of article hauled 1884 6-8 

Request by commission for temporary reduction of corn rates in Iowa on account of 

partial failure of corn crop 1886 619 

Retail and wholesale— see Carload Rates. 

Review of rate hearing in 1894 189S v 

Revised on request of railroads for 309 mil's , 1888 3$ 

Rippey, E. P., testimony of concerning effect on C. , B. & Q. revenue 1888 817 

Sand case, Barris v. C. , B. & C. , maximum rates 1897 9 

Schedule of adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 752, 773, 797 

Schedule of proposed by Commissioner Dey in i894case 1894 232 

Schedule of— sec Schedule of Rates. 

Should share prosperity and adversity of locality 1878 49 

Should sympathize with circumstances and conditions of the people 1886 54 

Should they be *'what traffic will bear?" 1888 92 

Special to favored shippers .' 1885 42 

Stability of desirable 1885 43 

Statute concerning cannot be construed away by commission li^ 199 

• Success of commissioners' rates due in part to absence of rate wars -. 1891 11* 

Switching in Des Moines street railway case— see, also, 57e'(/^Am^ 1892 790 

Tariff not always evidence of actual rates charged— /»/. Com. ConCn 1891 10 

Taritf of i879aresult of conference 1879 9-14 

Temporary injunction by Judge Brewer 1888 36 

Territorial assignment in 1882 Si 

Their alleged effect requiring reduction in number of employes 1891 17 

Through, too low; local, too high 1878 49 

Through and local com pared 1881 10 

Through rates as related to local 1882 27 

Uniformity in desired 1878 49 

United States and Austria-Hungary compared , 1881 10 

Via shortest route, shipper entitled to 1891 773 

Voluntarily charged by carriers fix the maximum that can be claimed Irom the public— 

lut. Com. Com^n 1891 10 

When lowered, can be raised with difficulty 1886 54 

When quoted by agents, carriers are bound by 1886 609 

Which induce largest volume ot business at reasonable return for services rendered, 

most profitable to carriers and the public 1883 41 

Wholesale and retail 1880 i8tx 

Wholesale and retail features of transportation problem 1884 7 

29 
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Wholesale and retail justified -. ES78 s6 

With reference to improved condition of roads, discussed . . . .* 1891 25 

Rates— Freight— Complaints Concerning— 

Armstrong, D. &Co. , Farley, v. R*y Co., discrimination in 1879 »5 

Balcer Wire Co. , Des Moines, v. Various R'ys, petition for equali2ation of 1887 714 

Barber, Ed., Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., excessive, on buggy 1884 49-69 

Barrett, j. E. & Son, Mt. Vernon, v. C. &N.-W., discrimination in on flour 1886 482 

Beeman, CD., Waukon, v. C. , M. &St. P., excess on hard coal, interstate 1899 109 

Biesley, L. C, Council Bluffs, v C, B. &Q., for restoration of sand rates., 1893 246 

Best, W. J , Villisca, v. C, B. &Q., excess, interstate 1899 72 

Boies, Horace, governor, v. B., C. R. & N., petition for reduced on round trip ship- 
ments of stock cattle 1893 246 

Brazil Coal Co., Chicago, v. C, M. & St. P., on coal, refusal to apply Iowa rates as 

proportion of through rate 1895 185 

Buffington, B. F. &Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. &Q., excessive on wheat 1879 3o 

Burlington, shippers of, v. C, B. &Q.,etal., extortionate of May 10, 1888 1888 797 

Butler, Wm., Clarinda, v. Wabash, against grain loaded from wagons 1883 711 

Cade, H., Lenox, attendant with live stock shipments, L. C. L 1894 347 

Carpenter, E. E., v. C, M. & St. P., et al., joint 1900 5, 127 

Cerro Gordo and Ida counties, petition of citizens of, for lower freight rates 189S x, 220 

Chamberlain & Co. , Winthrop, v. 111. Cent., on flour 1887 681 

Chase & Co. , Red Oak, V. C , B. & Q., excessive on wheat 1879 31 

C, St. P. & K. C, ruling on reduced rates for seed grain 1892 838 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. & N.-W., discrimination on coal 1884 5S9 

Coal rates, in Iowa, investigation of 1899 19 

Coker, Henry, and board of trade. Council BlufiFs, v. C, R. I. & P., extortionate on 

coal, and discrimination .. 1888 834 

Cole, J. S. & Son, Greene, v. B., C. & N., proportion of through rates should not be 

higher than local 1884 524 

Conway, J. A., Chariton, v. C.,B. &Q., on excess of ten head of live stock 1896 102 

Council Bluffs board of trade, v. C. &N.-W., O. & St. L., K. C, St. J. & C. B., 

unreasonable and discriminative, petition for adoption of commissioners' schedule.. . 1889 losi 

Crystal Mill Co , Council Bluifs, v. K. C, St. J &C.B., on flour 1883 715 

Daugherty,J. F., Sup'r, Keokuk, v. St. L. K., & N.-W.. excessive on coal 189s 217 

Davenport, shippers of, v. Various R'ys, extortionate of May 10, 1888 1888 7^,2 

Davenport shippers, petition of for revision of, on B., C. R. & N., on basis of inter- 
state rates 1889 1084,1087 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. & N., et al., petition for establishment of class A 

rates 18891022,1087 

Dennis, J. B., Traer, v. B., C. R. & N., excessive on merchandise 1884 5x5 

D. M. N. & W., on hay, petition of, for an advance in 1893 166 

Dickey, Wm. G., Maxwell, V. C, M. & St. P., et al., on coal 1887 779 

Dickey, Wm. G., Maxwell. V. C, M. & St. P., unreasonable on coal 1888 67S 

Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. railway companies, on iron 1894 327 

Doolittle, M. B., Cresco, V. C, M. & St. P., discrimination on hay 1888 711 

Dorn, A. A, Neola, v. C, R. I. & P., excessive on hogs to Omaha 1888 670 

Downs, J. C , .'\lbia, v. C, B. & Q., discrimination in lumber rates 1879 34 

Dubuque, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P.. extortionate — 1881 144 

Dubuque, shippers of, V. C, M. & St. P., et al., extortionate of May, 1888 1888 773 

Ellyson. Zed, West Liberty, V. B., C. R. &N., on horse 1886 511 

Express companies, law concerning rates 1896 4 

Fassett & Hanson, Stanton, V. C, B. & Q., on cattle 1879 3S 

Fleming, W. &J., McGregor, v. C.,M. & St. P., excessive on lumber 1880 7 

Foster, Suel, Muscatine, v. B. , C. R. & N. , on small and large shipments, long and 

short hauls 1885 557 

Fowler company. The, Waterloo, v. 111. Cent., discrimination in, on apples 1886 484 

Gasper Bros. , Kingsley, v.C. &N.-W. . extortionate local in Iowa 1888 692 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. K. C. , St. J. & C. B., excessive 1882 S13 - 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. K. C. , St. J. & C. B. , unreasonable 1883 604 

Harris, H. P., Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P., excessive on wood 1884 506 

Hay rates, Rodgers et al., Britt, petition for reduction 1896 27 
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Haver, J. &Co., Tingley, v. C, B. &Q., exorbitant on corn to Chicago 1888 741 

HeatonFaelCo.. Council Bluffs, v. C, K. I. & P.« excessive on coal 1888 703 

Hemmingwaj, M., Hampton, attendant with L. C. L. live stock 1894 347 

Hershey Lumber Co., Muscatine, v. B., C. R. &N., change without notice 1883 S6S 

Hewett, S. M., Hamburg, v. K.C.St. J. & C. B, et al. , excessive rates 1882 $38 

Hill. John N., Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L , discrimination in 1882 SS7 

Hogaboom, S. R., Creston, v. C, B. & Q., higher for short than for long hauls 189s 226 

Humeston & Shenandoah R'd. Co., application of "A" rates to 1899 103 

Hummer, Geo., Mercantile Co., Iowa City, v. B., C. R. & N., excessive, interstate... 1899 67 

Huntington, W. A., Calmus, v. C. &N.-W. , extortionate on coal 1888 69S 

Huse, S. E. , Coon Rapids, v. C, M. &St. P., excessive, short coal haul 1887 722 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 723 

Iowa Central, application for increase on livestock 1894 347 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers association v. Iowa trunk lines, petition for 

restoration of former 1885 535 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers association v. Iowa trunk lines, petition for 

reduction in Iowa rates to correspond with reduction in interstate rates 1894 288 

Iowa trunk lines, petition of, for advance in Iowa rates 1894 184 

Ives, C. D. , general freight agent B., C. R. & N., as special committee Western 

Freight association, application for withdrawal of stock and cattle rates 1881 728 

Jameson, Leon, Adel, inquiry of, concerning right of large and small shippers to 1888 837 

Judd, A. T. etal., v. Various Lines, excessive, on breeding animals 1884 493 

Kanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, v . Wabash, on corn to Chicago 1883 904 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., unreasonable on coal 1889 1094 

Kihgsley, citi2ens of, v. C. & N.-W , excessive 1888 698 

Lane Implement Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. & Q., higher charge for short than for long 

distances 1895 175 

Larrabee, Gov. William, v. C. , B. &Q. , discrimination in, on coal 1887 624,670 

Lehigh, citizens of, v. Crooked Creek Railway company, unreasonable 1878 28 

Lighthall, B., Alden, v. 111. Cent., discrimination in 1882 564 

Manatrey, J. P., Fairfield, v. C. , B. & Q. , on live stock, L. C. L., passenger. fare for 

attendant accompanying not authorized 1894 276 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge Railroad company, application lor increase in 1890 906 

McClintock, William, West Union, v. B., C. R. & N. , excessive 1879 i7 

Merrill, J. H. &Co., Ottumwa, v. K. & W. , discrimination in 1888 739 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W., etal , on furniture C . L 1883 678 

Merrill & Keeney case, to jobbers and retailers 1884 69 

Miller etal., Mt. Pisgah, v. C. &N.-W., excessive 1900 164 

Minneapolis Lumber Co., Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D. , coal...' 1892 843 

Mitchell, C. W., Dubuque, v. all lines, implements returned for repairs 1892 833 

Mnfl9y, W. H., Osage, v. III. Cent., discrimination in. on wheat 1879 x6 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Center, v. B. ,C. R. & N. etal., on merchandise 1883 733 

Oskaloosa Water Co., Oskaloosa, v. Cent. Iowa, excessive, switching 1886 S9o 

Ottumwa Iron Works, v. C, R. I. &P., application for special 1882 482 

Palm, W. J., Grundy Center, v. B., C. R. &N., interstate on coal 1895 231 

Pierce, J. K., Lockridge, v. C, B & Q. , excessive on coal 1887 695 

RaneyBros., Fairfield, v. Railway Companies, on paving brick 1897 in 

Rand Lumber Co., Burlington, v. C. , B. & Q., on lumber 1882 550 

Red Oak township, trustees of, et al.. v. C, B. &Q., rates, rebates, etc 1882 554 

Reeves, Henry, Decorah, v. C, M. & St. P., excessive on hogs, interstate 1899 108 

Richie, W. S., Muscatine, v. C, M. &St. P., excessive on potatoes 1880 131, 

Risk, C. C, Fairfield, V. C, B. & Q., on corn 1887 686. 

Robinson, C. W., Dubuque, v. B., C. R. & N., discrimination excessive 1882 560 

Rodefer, J. W. , Council Bluffs, v . C. & N. -W. , transfer charges 1879 38\ 

Saucer, W.H., Ackley. v. III. Cent, on marble 1883 68 

Shaver & Dows, Cedar Rapids, v. joint western classification, crackers 1883 659 . 

Shepherd & Carpenter, Iowa City, v. C, R. & I. P. et al., non-competitive 1883 637 

Smith, H. D. , Momicello, v. C, M. & St, P., excessive 1882 S63, 

Smith Bros., Waterloo, v. B., C. R. N., on hard coal 1883 676, 

Smytbe, Robert, v. C. &N.W. , protest against increase in 1879 8. 

Spencer Bros., Randolph, v. C.,B. & Q., excessive 1882 S4Q< 
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Squires & Son et al. , Milo, v. C. , B & Q., excessive i^ 511, 512 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1886 512 

State of Iowa, by Governor Larrabee, v. C. , B. & Q. , discrimination in, on coal 1887624, 670 

Stewart, JohnT., Council Bluflfs, v. C. & N.-W., etal., on live stoclc 1879 26 

Stocker et al. , v. railway companies, discrimination in, on various commodities 1879 7 

Stotts & Houston, Exira, v. C, R. I. & P. , discrimination in on stove 1879 20 

Summers, William & Sons, Ft. Atlcinson, v. C. , M. & St. P. , special 1894 180 

Sweet, A. L., Chicago, v. C. &N.-W. , through rates on coal 1895 178 

Taylor, j.C, Des Moines, v. C, B. & Q., discrimination in 1882 S3i 

Townsend, J. W. , Kahoka, Mo., v. C, R. I. &P.. excessive on oats 1886 S74 

Van Valken burg, A. B., Ames, excessive 1879 21 

Webb, Henry, Kew, v. C, B. & Q., exorbitant 1883 626 

Whitebreast Fuel Co. et al . . application of, for advance in coal rates 1892 791 

White, W. Q. , Ellston, v. C, B, & Q., application of "A" rates to H. & S. Rd 1899 103 

Whiting, T. H., Clermont, v. B. , C. R. & N. , excessive on tile 1887 753 

Wood, W. A., Harvester Co., St Paul, commissioners' rates apply on shipments be- 
ginning and ending in Iowa, though passing outside in transit 189S 216 

York. J., Zenorsville, v. C. & N.-W., on coal 1888 836 

Rate Wars— see, also, Rates, 

Discussion of, by Charles Francis Adams 1883 39 

Discussed in relation to earnings 1891 16 

In 1881 1882 32 

Reasonable Rates for Switching Cars— see Stvitchingr, 

Reasonable Rates— see Hates. 

Rebates. 

Allowed to Omaha and refused to Council Bluffs 1886 S37 

Carriers should not discriminate in between shippers 1883 708 

General practice of carriers to grant 1888 765 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. C. & N.-W. etal., on furniture 1887 678 

Should they be allowed? 1781 38-42 

Tasker, A. C. and T. G., Onslow, v. C. & N.-W., on hay 1886 684 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, v.C, M. & St. P., on grain and live stock 1883 70S 

Re-Billing— see Through Billing. 

Receivers. Roads in hands of 1890, 8; 1891 17 

Receiving and Forwarding Cars -see Refusal to Receive and Forward Cars. 

'Reciprocity." 

Hoffman, A. G., Plato, v. B., C. R. ife N., in demurrage charges 1893 233 

Reduced Passenger Fare— see Passenger Fare. 

Reduced Rates, on Corn, Cattle, Carloads of Commodities, etc.— see Rates. 
On Round Shipments op Stock Cattle— see Rates. 

Refrigerator Cars 

Fowler, C. W., Rowan, v. B., C. R. &N., failure to use, veal damaged 189s 166 

Hise Bros., Washington, v. C, R. I. & P., for dairy products 1886 568 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, V. H. &S., refusal to furnish 1884 564 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C, B. &Q., failure to furnish 1884 597 

Shaver Cheese Co. , Cedar Rapids, v. B. , C. R. & N. , rights of shippers 1894 3oS 

Refunding of Overcharge — see Overcharge. 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. C, B. &Q 1883 5S4 

Swezey & Borman, Newell, v. Illinois Central 1883 S39 

Refusal to Carry Passengers on Freight Trains— see Train Service. 

Refusal to Furnish Refrigerator Cars— see Refrigerator Cars; also Failure to 
Furnish Cars. 

Refusal to Furnish Cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Refusal to Switch— see Switching— 

Refusal of Use of Private Switch for Loading Cars— see Side Track. 

Refusal to Allow Loading of Cars from Wagons— see Rights of Shippers. 

Refusal TO Receive AND Forward Freight AND Cars 1878 16 

When destined to certain markets 1890 932 

Beed, William G., Hampton, v. Illinois Central, to send cars off its own line 1888 671 

Bernard Bros , Malcom, v. C, R. L & P 1895 189 

Boyd, H. E. , Malcom, v. C. ,R. I&P. , failure to forward coal 1898 91 
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Brownell, H., Keokuk, v. C, K. I. &P., refusal to send cars off own line 1900 181 

Carleton, E. O. , Grand Junction, v. C, R. I. & P. , hog shipment 1892 846 

Converse, S. A.,Cresco, v. C. , M. & St. P., to haul Burton stock cars 1888 700 

Crawford, R. W., Fort Dodge, v. D. M.&Ft.D.. to carry alcohol 1884 582 

Dodge, Daniel, What Cheer, v. C, R. I. & P., coal in carloads 1887 729 

Dorr Cattle Co., Des Moines, v. D. M. N. & W., refusal to provide cars for slop feed.. 189S 84 

Great Western Fuel Co. , Gilmore. v. C. & N.-W 1885 570 

Greene, J. A., et al. , Stone City. v. C, M. & St. P. , refusal to forward cars of stone 

unless shippers pay the expense of staking and planking the end 1892 860 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C. ,R. I&P., grain shipments 1895 234 

Hammond. H. £., Carroll, v. C, R. I. &P., for points on other lines 1888 674 

Hastings, mayor and council of, v. C, B. &Q., coal shipments 1880 39 

Hoag, J. M.. Maquoketa, v. C. , M. &St. P., ponies for state fair 1889 1063 

Iowa Fuel Co., Des Moines, v. C, St. P. & K. C, coal shipments 1888 718 

Iowa Central Railway V. C, R. I. & P., flour 1895 187 

Irwin, Phillips & Co., Keokuk, v. C. , R. I & P., refusal to make jyint rate». 1887 717 

Jennings Bros., Malcom, v. C. , R. I. & P 189S 189 

Jerome, F. H., v. C, B. & Q 1882 445 

Keokuk &D. M. R'y Co. v. D. M. & Ft. D. R'y Co 1878 5 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Cent. R'y, refusal to allow cars to leave line 1898 86 

Lilburn, Samuel & Co., Ottumwa, v. C. , R. I & P 1880 77 

McCauU- Webster Grain Co., Minneapolis, v. 111. Cent. R'y Co. , car of grain destined 

east 1898 23 

Mitchell. M. W. . Warren, v. B. & S. W 1880 119 

Muscatine melon shippers, V. C. R. I. & P., melons 1895 213 

Norris & Co., Prairie City. v. C, R. I. & P., to send cars off its own lines 1896 143 

Perry, N. H., Le Mars. v. D. M. & Ft. Dodge i88r 143 

Phillips Fuel Co., Ottumwa, v. C, B. & Q , et al , 1892 836 

Ranks & Sterzbach, Rodman, v. B. , C. R. & N., et al 1892 848 

Richards & Black, Wapello, V. B., C. R. &N 1881 134 

Risk, Alex, Winthrop, v. HI. Cent 1880 iiS 

Smith, E. F., Wellman, v. B., C. R. & N 1892, 849; 1899 112 

Standard Lumber Co., Dubuque, v. B. & M 1884 586 

Townsend, LeMars, V. 111. Cent 1883 615 

Van Houten, E. Fella, v. C, R. 1& P .^ 1881 128 

Vincent, J. F., Union stock yards, Des Moines, v. C. , R. I&P., refusal to deliver 

cars 1896 105 

Ward, C. H. & Co., Des Moines, v. C. , R. I. & P. , to handle Wabash cars 1884 554 

Whitlock & Fields, Ladora. v. C. , R. I. & P.. refusal to allow cars to go off its lines 1898 82 

Willard, Son&Co. , Marshalltown, v.C. G. W. , to forward hides 1896 44 

Wis., Iowa & Neb., v. Iowa Northern, to switch 1886 559 

Regulations OF Carriers, methods proposed 1886 34 

Regulations OF Railroads TO Surrounding Territory 1886 50-53 

Released Shipments, rights of shippers in— nee Owner's Risk. 

Relocation OF Highways, expenses of crossing borne by railway company 1889 io6s 

Removal of Station or Freight House— see Station. 

Removal OF Elevator, Coal Sheds, Etc.— see Site. 

Rental for Palace Stock Cars— see Palace Stock Cars. 

Report of Hepburn Committee— see Hepburn Committee. 

Reports of Carriers— 

Difficulty of obtaining information from 1893, 3i .'^3: 1895, iv; 1897 4 

Governor's questions for railway companies discussed 1889 42 

Incomplete and inaccurate.. .. 1878, 34; 1879,40, 42; 1880, 156; 1890, 9; 1892, 21; 1893, 35; 1894, 223-227. 230 

On Iowa business, discussed 1891,3:1899 4 

Of carriers to commissioners, difficulty in obtaining 1893 3 

Suggestions in reference to amendment of law concerning 1879 4 

Responsibility of Carriers— see Liability; also Damages. 

Returns of Railway Companies— see Reports of Carriers. 

Rights of builders of side track to connect with main line 1889 981 

Rights of carriers to control station ground, subject to rights of the public 1891 736 
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Year Page 

Right of company to retain Its cars on its own liQe— see Refused to Receive and Forward 
Freight; Failure to Furnish Cars, 

Rights of the public at crossing bloclced by trains 1886 S54 

Rights of the public contributing in aid of railroad protected by the courts when road is 

in hands of a receiver 1889 1043 

Rights of Shippers— 

Chapin, Merritt&Co. , Des Moines, v. C, M. &St. P., to select routes 1884 i\% 

Clow, W. D.,Traer, v. B., C. R. & N., to select route i88S S8i 

Dalhoff & Co., Burlington. V. C, B. &Q. and Wabash to select route 1883 s6i 

Downey, D. B. , Allison, v. C. G. W., right to choice of market 1899 123 

Entitled to same rates as shippers from elevators when cars are loaded from wagons in 

same time 1884 ytb 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C, R. I. & P., choice of market. 1895 231 

Jerome, F. H., V. C, B. & Q., to choose market i88a 44S 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Cent., loading cars from wagon 1899 92 

Muscatine melon shippers, v. C. , R. 1. & P., choice of market 189S ai3 

Nye & Bourne, Gruifdy Center, v. B., C. R. &N., to select routes 1883 733 

Smith, J. M., V. C, B. & Q., pooling— large and sqaall cars— pass to live stock shippers. 1883 648 

Stacy&Co., Osage, v. 111. Cent., right to load from wagons 1899 lai 

Weston, Wm., Anita, V. C, R. I. & P., right to load from wagons 1899 118 

White, Geo. C, Nevada, v. C. &N.-W., right to load from wagons 1899 121 

To select route for shipments 1886 491 

To rates by shortest route 1887,751:1891 773 

To choice of market 1890, 932; 1892759, 858 

Townsend, Le Mars, v. 111. Cent., to select markets and routes 1883 615 

Right op Way Damages- see Damages. 

Ripley, E. P., G. F. A. C. B. &Q. . letter of , on reduction of corn rates in Iowa 1886 619 

Road, Abandonment of— see Abandonment of Road, 

Road Built From Earnings in Excess op 6 Per Cent on Ijo.ooo Per Mile— see 
Mileage. 

Road Work by Contract— see Contract. 

Round-Trip Rates— see Rates, 

Round-Trip Shipments of Stock Cattle— see Rates. 

Round-Trip Tickets— see -fix^Tttfjww 7V^>fr*/j; also, Tickets. 

Routes, Rights of Shippers to Select— see Rights of Shippers. 

Rule for Equitable Diatribution of Cars— see Distribution of Cars 1888 719 

Running Railroad Crossings— see Crossing Stops. 

SAFETY APPLIANCES -see Couplers and Brakes, Automatic. 

Sage, W. M.. G. F. A., C, R. I. & P. , letter of, on reduction of corn rates .... 1886 6si 

St. L.,K. & N. W. . information concerning ownership of 1892 824 

Salaries OF Officers 1888 645-650 

Samplk Cases— see Baggage. 

Sand Rates- see Rates. 

Sanitary and Unsanitary Conditions— 

Colfax, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , improved in outbuildings 1889 1067 

Everett, H., Council Bluffs, v. C, R. I. &P.. of outbuildings 1881 135 

Marengo, citizensof, v. C, R. I. & P 1894 274 

Scales, Track— see Track Scales. 

Scarcity OF CAHS—^et Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Scarcity of Coal 1880 571 

Schedule op Rates— see, also, Rates. ^ 

Adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and* Burlington cases 1888, 7SSi 773-797 

Commissioners' was in force pending injunction suits 1889 1062 

Distance above 400 miles 1889 1103 

Must be posted for public inspection 1889 iioi 

Reasonable maximum rates, adoption of, byC. &N.-W 1889 1051 

Secrecy in railroad matters to be avoided 1878 71 

Secretary of Board— 

Cameron, J. S 1878 3 

Morgan, E. G 1880 3 

Ainsworth, W. W 1887 3 

Lewis, Dwight N 1899 15 
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Senate Comhittbb, United States, in vestigatioo of, on interatate commerce i88s 33 

Sbnding Cars off Thbir Own Linb5— see Refusal to ReeHvs and Forward Freie'it. 

Shipmknts From Point to Point in Iowa— 

Tbouffb passing ontside io transit, state commerce 189a 38,39 

Shippbrs and Carribrs— 

Shippers at stations must be afforded lilce facilities for doing business 1888 8a9 

Their relation to eacb other discussed 1884 7 

Shippbrs Entitled to Rates via Shortest Routes— see Rights of Shippers. 

Shipping Facilities, Monopoly of Against Public Policy— see Monopoly. 

Shipping Facilities— see Station Facilities^ Failure to Furnish Cars, Refrigerator 
Cars. 

Shippino Regulations— 

Budd, J. L., Ames, V. C. & N.->V .• 1882 494 

Crawford, \V. H., Hampton, v. Central Iowa, release on flax seed 1881 138 

Cressler, C. W., & Co. , Scranton, v. C. &N.-W., in shipment of butter 1890 877 

Loading and unloading L. C. L. shipments 1892 838 

Shippers required to protect cars for stone shipments at private expense 1892 860 

Stocker, J. W., etal., Logan, v. C. & N.-W., in live stock 1880 68 

Shortage in Transit— see Lost in Transit. 

Shortagr of Cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Shortest Route, Shippers Entitled to Rates Based on— see Rights of Shippers. 

Short Lines— 

Percentage of through rates allowed to 1893 33 

Short Line Rates— tee Percentage to Short Lines. 

' 'Shrinker" —used on scales to defraud sellers of produce 1899 72 

Side Tracks— see, also. Spur Track. 

Authority of commissioners to order construction of, questioned 1890 8S7 

Changing grade of, damages for 1890 923 

Should private builders be allowed to connect with railroads? 189s xxxv 

Complaints Concerning— 

Alta, citizens of, v. Illinois Central, insufficient to mill 1885 577 

Davidson, M., Piano, v. Wabash, violation of contract in matter of building 1882 549 

Dawson, S. R. , Perry, v. W., St. L. &P.. to coal and wood house 1887 684 

Dennis, citizens of, V. A. & C, restoration of 1895 120 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, v. C. &N-W., failure to furnish as per contract 1886 573 

Eraser, J., Holmes, v. B., C. R. &N. , trespassing on land designed for 1888 683 

Hill Bros. , Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., refusal of use of private 1887 7SS 

Hornick Milling Co. , Hornick, v. C, M. & St. P., to mil) 1900 188 

Marcus Roller Mills, Marcus, v. Illinois Central, petition, for, to warehouse 1894 299 

Nemmers, N. B..Lamotte, v. C. ,M. & St. P., to elevator 1899 71 

Norman, citizens of, v. M. &. St. L., building of, diverted business 1887 685 

Pasco Bros.. What Cheer, v. C. &N.-W., enforcing contract to construct 1880 980 

Plover, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P.. petition for additional 1890 93s 

Rights of builders to connect with other railroads 1889,981; 1891 45 

Roberts, C. L. . Grinnell, v. C. , R. I. & P., discriminative privileges on 1889 1027 

Showman. William, et al. , v. C, M. & St. P., petition to restore 1890 917 

Sindt, W. v., Holstein, v. C. &N.-W., to warehouse 1894 276 

Smith, W. C, etal., Lockridge, V C, B. & Q., at Coalport 1898 27 

Sidings, Public Highways, Dubuque switching case 1889 1034 

Signals, Elbctric, at Crossing— see Electric Signals. 

Sioux City & Dakota R. R , history of 1879 "i 

Sites for Coal Houses, Elevators, Warehouses, Etc— 

Carriers must not discriminate in granting 1890 857 

Decision of the supreme court reviewed in Sunny Hill Alliance case 1892 29-31 

Decision of 1897 4 

Exclusive rights to single shippers against public policy 1895 xxx, xxxiv 

Jurisdiction of board 1899 107 

Complaints Concbrning, Petition for— 

Adams, J. H., Havelock, v. C. &N.-W., for elevator, jurisdiction of board 1899 107 

.\shton, E. J., Edmonds, v. C, St. P., M. & 1899 74 

Blow, M. , Estherville, V. B., C. R. & N., for coal shed x886 497 

Boutilier, H. N., Britt, v. C, M. &St. P., removal of coal sheds, etc 1898 60 
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CoMPLAiNTsCojiCERmKG— Continued— 

BritsoD, L. A. , Roland, v. Iowa Central, for lumber bouse 

Campbell, Joel Ayrshire, v. C, R. I. &P. , for coal house 

Carlson, S. G., Stratford, v. C. & N.-W., rental for scales 

Carpenter, W. B., Marion, v. C, M. & St. P., removal of elevator 

Cook, R. W.. Crawfordsville, v. B. &N.-W.. for coal house 

Douglas, J. B. , West Branch, v. B., C. R. &N., removal of coal shed 

Duncan, J. £. , Ames, v. C. &N.-W. , requirement for lease for coal house site 

Eckert & Williams, Northwood, v. B., C. R. & N., atKensett 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, v. C, St. P., M. &0., for elevator 189a, 862: 

Farmers' .\lliance, of Hartley, v. C, M. & St. P., for coal house 

Farmers' Co-operative Ass'n, Swea City, v. B.. C. R. & N., application for 

Farmers' Mutual Livestock Ass'n, Kensett, inquiry 

Supreme court opinion reviewed 

Farmers' Ass'n, by A. F. Lough, Estherville, v. B., C. R. ik. N., for elevator 

Frazier & Ballou, Primghar, v. D. & S. C. (111. Cent.), for warehouse 

French & King, Maxwell, v. C, M. &St. P., information concerning rights of lessees 

ot elevators on station grounds or right of way 

Frum, S. B., Shelby, v. C, R. I. & P., for coal house 

Fry, U.S., Van Home, inquiry relative to 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Murray, obstructing street 

Gier & Belz, Conrad Grove, v. C. & N.-W. , expense of relocation 

Hardin county, citizens of, v. B., C R. &N., for elevator 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., discrimination and refusal of 

Hollis, Thomas, Radcliife, v. C. &N.-W., application for additional 

Jansen, Antem, Haverhill, v. C, M.&St. P., for elevator 

Jensen, J. G. L., Oilman, v. Iowa Central, elevator 

Kenyon & Hilliard, Mt. Union, v. B. &N.-W., for elevator 

Kline Bros., Rockwell, v. Iowa Central, for warehouse 

Lancaster, W., Bradgate, v. C. & N.-W., for elevator 

Leverton, JohnW.. Abbott, v. Iowa Central, termination of lease 

Lewis. R. G. . Des Moines, v. C. , R. I. & P., removal of elevator 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Cent. Iowa, refusal to grant 

McCord & Co. etal. , Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., for coal house 

McNamara, J. F., Vincent, V. M. C. & Ft. D. , for coal house 

Northwestern Iowa Grain Co., Britt, v C. R. G. & N.-W. R'y, for elevator at Woden. 

Parsons & Heath, Gait, V. B., C. R. & N., for grain warehouse 

Pickering-Johnson Grain Co. , Shenandoah, v. O. ik St. L. , at Summit 1893,621: 

Pioneer Hay Camp, shipping privileges at 

Porter, James, Sutherland, v. Ill Cent. , removal at Larrabee 

Price & Palmer, et al. , Ellsworth, v. C. & N.-W., elevator 

Rasmussen, A. D., etal., v. B., C. R. &N., at Pioneer Hay Camp 

Richardson & Kauff man, Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D. , removal of elevator 

Riepe, H. H. , Sperry, v. B. , C. R. & N. R'v, removal of elevator 

Robinson, J. C, et al., Marathon, v. C. & N.-W., coal house 

Ross & Brady, Akron, v. C, M. & St. P., grain warehouse.... 

Russell, J. M., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent, removal of elevator at crossing 

Seibert Bros. & Co., Forest City, v. B., C. R. & N. , for elevator 

Smith, E. R., Cherokee, v. 111. Cent., for coal house 

Smith, C. J.,Ogden, v. M. &St. L. , for warehouse 

Smith, J. S., Jewell, v. C. & N.-W., for elevator 

Smith, M. L. , Elwell, v. C, M. & St. P., for elevator 

Spencer Grain Co., Minneapolis, v. B. , C. R. & N. , termination of lease for elevator 

site at Crystal Lake 

Steer, William M., West Branch, v. B.,C. R, &N., for warehouse 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, v. 'C, M. & St. P., for coal house 

Thomas, G. F., Swea City, v. B., C. R. & N., elevator at .Armstrong 

Townsend & Merrill, Cekar Falls, v. 111. Cent., termination of lease 

To wnsend & Merrill, Dike, v. C. &N.-W., for lumber and coal yard 

Webster Bros., Waucoma, v. C, St. P. &K. C, at Boyd .* 

Webs^rBros. , Waucoma, v.C, M. & St. P., at Jackson Junction 

Welles, W.W., Webster City, v. W. C. & S. W., failure to furnish 
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890 
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574 


893 
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894 


294 


1900 


S4 


L891 


813 
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824 


892 
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113 


L892 


859 


1892 


781 


L893 


154 


900 


196 


895 


238 


[893 


227 


[891 


794 


L899 


"7 


L900 
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8S6 


890 


911 


1898 


57 


[898 


26 


900 


214 


[890 


895 


1894 


271 


L889 


1045 
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SiTBS FOR Coal Houses, Etc.— Continued— 

Wellsburff, citizens of, ▼. B. , C. R. & N. , for elevator 1891 820- 

Wertz, C. C, Greene, V. B., C. R. & N., for coal house 1897 21 

Wilbur, D. W., H&wkeye, ▼. C. , M. & St. P., ^rain warehouse 189S iSS 

Williams Bros. , Primghar, ▼. 111. Cent., for elevator 1896 134. 

Winnebago Farmers Alliance, ▼. M. & St. L. , Coal house 1891 732 

Yorit, Joseph, Zenorsville, ▼. C. & N.-W, for coal sheds 1888 836- 

Slemping Cars— 

Dowell, A. B., Vinton, v. C. & N.-W , holders of second-class ticket not entitled to 1883 652 

Privileges, discrimination in, at Council Bluffs 188S 702 

Small and Large Shippers— see Car Load Rates. 

Smith Spencer, Commissioner, paper on the "Railroad Question" 1889 21 

Snow Fence, Appropriating Land for— see Appropriation of Land. 

Snow Blockade— 

Belmond, citizens of, v. Central Iowa, failure to keep road open 1884 517 

Cass, S. F. Sumner, v. Dub. &Dak., failure to run trains on account of 1886 505 

Goshen, citizens of, v. H. &S, petition to raise 1886 S07 

Jackson, E. P., et al. , Gil more, v. D. M. Ft. D., asking removal of 1883 373 

Tripoli, citizens of , v. C. G. W., failure to remove, and delay of trains 1893 22s 

Soft Coal Rates— see Rates. 

Solicitation of Hotel Patronage at Stations— see Omnidus Privileges. 

Special Train to carry live stock, extra charge for 18S7 782* 

Special Rates on building material for churches, permissible 1888 837 

Special Rates, large shipper not entitled to, as against small shipper 1888 837 

Special Emergency Rates on Corn— see Rates. 

Special Rates to Large Shippers— see Car Load Rates: also Rates. 

Speed OF Freight Trains 1878 6s 

Speed of Trains in Cities— 

Hill, E., Mitchellville, V. C, R. & P.. through town 1896 120 

Malvern, city of , v. C, B. &Q., danger from fast trains 1889 1040 

Spur Tracks— see, also, Side Tracks 

Dooley, George, Newton, v. Iowa Central, protest against removal of 1891 737 

Excelsior Coal Co. v. Central Iowa, compulsory operation of 1878 24 

Robertson, S. A., Des Moines, taxation of quarry track 1881 133 

Connection with main line — see Side Track. 

Stanwood & Tipton Railway, history of 1879 112 

State AND Interstate CoMMBRCE—see, also, /«/tfrj/a/^ Ci7w«tfr<rtf and i^a/^j. ... . 1886 4- 

Diamond Jo Line, v.C,B.&Q 1889 1074, 1077 

Opinion of supreme court 1892 901 

What Constitutes— 
Carpenter, D. J., Beloit. v. C. , M. & St. P., shipments from point to point within the 

state, though passing outside in transit, are state commerce 1890 849 

Freight shipped from point to point within the state of Iowa, though passing outside in 

transit, held to be state commerce 1889, 1074-1077; 1890 849 

Hamilton & Co., Algona, v. B. , C. R. & N., what constitutes 1897 118 

Heath, H. R. & Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. III. Cent., shipments from ;>oints in the state to 

points outside, though rebilled in transit, interstate commerce 1894 164 

McGilora, L. E., Larchwood, v. B., C. R. & N., traffic from point to point in Iowa 

though passing outside in'transit, is state commerce ... 1892 (62 

Skeen & Zook, Albia, v. C, B. & Q., from point to point in Iowa is state commerce .. 1898 74. 

State Control OF C, R. I & P. R*Y ... 1880 177 

Station— Facilities and Service- see, also, Joint Stations 
Abandonment of — see Abandonment 0/ Station 

Changing name of, legislation recommended 1889,39; 1891 44. 

Cleanliness and removal of disorderly persons recommended 1884 42 

Control of grounds, omnibus privileges— see Omnibus Privileges. 

Exclusive use of must not be granted to one person 1890893-894 

Establishing of new, legislation recommended 1889 39 

Facilities for doing business at 1895 xxix 

Financesof company cannot be considered by board in ordering 1884 50^ 

Grade of highway crossing over station grounds 1893 i6,i56> 

Joint and Y connections— see /((7m/ Stations; also, Wyes. 
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Year Page 
.•Station— Facilitibs, Etc. —Continued— 

New legislation recommended 1891 43 

Profits to carriers not sole element in establishment of 1894 49b 

Complaints Concerning— 

Albrecht, A. S., etal., Mederville, t. C, M. & St. P.« petition to rebuild station... 1896 loi 

Adaza, citizens of, v. D. M. N. & W., petition (or depot 1896, 173: 1898 3S 

Algona, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., for relocation of 1889 k)S7 

Aplington, citizens of , to Iceep open at night ... . t i88a 4SS 

Ashaw, V. C, R. I. & P., petition for removal of 189c 989 

Aurora, ZeraKnappof. v. C. G. W.. condition of depot platform 1900 148 

Austin, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P., petition for removal of 1892 863 

Avery, citizens of, V. C, B. & Q., petition for 1892 74a 

Barnum, C. F., Bryant, Recorder, v. III. Cent., dangerous location of depot 1895 219 

Bassett, citizens of, v. C. , M. &St. P., for flag station 1896 lai 

•Bayless, F. D., Elkader, v C. M.&St.P., facilities at Osborne 189a 830 

Sigelow, M. F. , Alden, v. 111. Cent., insufiicient night service 1884 SoS 

fiingham. L. R. & Son, Estherville. v. B.. C. R. & N. , facilities for storing and 

handling perishable freight 1896 104 

Bismarck station case 1889, 36, 99a; 1895 xl 

Bouton, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., depot, etc 1890 943 

Boyd, G. J., Hemdon. v. C. M. & St. P., night service i88s S7^ 

6oyd, citizens of, v. C. G. W. R'y, petition for depot 1899 84 

Browns. Hale & Riggs, citizens of, v. C. , M. &St. P. , reopening 1891 746 

Bryan, D. B., Bonton. v. C, M. & St. P., depot 1888 688 

Bunch, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. , depot at Bunch postofficeand Paris siding 1891 793 

Butt, M., etal. , Harvey, V. Wabash, platform 1893 wo 

California Junction, citizens of, v. F., E. & M. V., et al., depot.... 1887 633 

•Calloway. P., Atlantic, v. C , R. 1. & P. , privileges of stockyards 189s 233 

Campbell, F. R., Bismarck, v. C, M. & St P., restoration of 1889, 36, 99a; 1895 xl 

Capron, G. F., Capron station, v. C. . M. & St. P. . facilities as per contract 1889 ios8 

Carbon Junction, better depot at, on M. C. & F. D 1900 17s 

•Cedar Valley, citizensof, v. B., C. R. & N., petition for stockyards 1900 129 

Claypool, W. W. , etal., Spencer, v. C.M. &St. P., at Hay siding 1893 204 

Cleghorn and Cherokee county, citizensof, v. Dub. & S. C, depot 1889 1019 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Campbell 1886 1020 

■Cleveland, E. S., Holmes, v. B., C. R. & N., better accommodations 1888 706 

Cleveland, E. S., Holmes, v. B., C.R. & N., facilities 1890 883 

-Coalport, restoration of sidetrack 1898 27 

Cochran, William, etal., Elmira, v. B., C. R. & N., facilities 1892 736 

Supplemental decision 1892 737 

Colfax, citizens of, v C. , R. I. & P., improved sanitary conditions 1889 1067 

•Cone, citizensof, v. B., C. R. & N., flag station 1887 778 

Cornelia, Johnson Bros., of, v. M. C. & F. D., petition for depot 1900 173 

•Corning, citizens of, v. C. , B. & Q., relocation of depot 1888 760 

•Council Bluffs, citizens of, v. U. P., insufficient facilities 1886 S3»-S7o 

Council Bluffs, city of, v . All Entering Railways, additional facilities 1892 809 

•Creighton, C. E., Oak ville, V. Iowa Central, depot 1894 244 

Crippen Creamery Co., Crippen, v. C. , M. & St. P., platform 1894 270 

Crozier, M. W., Stark, V. B. & N. W., petition for '. 1890 857 

Cylinder, citizens of. v. C, M. & St. P., depot 1891 815 

Dallas Center, Benton Bros., of, v. C, R. I. & P., keeping depot open 1896 83 

David, Scholtes& Poorte, of, v. W. & W. , service 1898 55 

Davidson Bros., Hull, V. C. , M. & St. P., changing name of 1887 692 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1887. 693 

Dawson, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. , petition for 1890 937 

Dawson, S. R., Percy, v. W., St. L. & P. , for wood and coal 1887 6B4 

Dennis, citizensof, v. A. & C, restoration of switch 189S 120 

Des Moines, unsafe condition of union depot 1898 11 

Diagonal, citizens of, V. C. G. W., freight station 1894 is^ 

Doon, citizens of, v. C, St. P., M. & O., petition for depot at Lunt's siding 1896 38 

Downey, citizensof, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for night agent 1900 114 

Elrick, citizensof. v. Iowa Central, for re-establishment of 1897 73 



' 



INDEX. 



459 



Station Facilities. Etc.— Conisnued^ 

ETanston, depot at, W. O. Drake, etah, t. M. C. & Ft. D 

Everly, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 

Felton, J. B. , New Virgrinia, v. D. M. & K. C, bad condition of 

Fifield, citizens of, v. Wabasti, petition for 

Gallagher, J. S., etal., Wesley, f. C, M. & St. P., for night operator 

Gaston, E. E. , Van Wert, v. Wabash Western, condition of, conduct in 

Glendale, citizens of, v. C. B. & Q., petition for 

Grey, L. E., Perry, t. C, M. & St. P., night service at Herndon 

Halley, J. R. , Nashville, v. C. &N.-W., station service 

Ham & Carver, Dabuque, v. B., C. R. & N., better mail service 

Hanna, J.Q, Goldfield, v. C. & N.-W., location of 

Harrington, D. E. , Postville, v. C, M. &St. P., insufficient service 

Hawardeo, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., for building 

Herndon. citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P. and W., St. L. &P., approaches to 

Hickory Grove township, Jasper county, citizens of, v. Iowa Cent., facilities 

Hill's Siding, petition for depot at, on B., C. R. &N 

Rehearing declined 

Hodgetf. C. H , et al., Sexton, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 

Hornaday, J. C, Wall, J. J., etal., v. C, R. I. & P., at Udell 

Hutchins. citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 

Independence, citizens of, v. 111. Cent., to stop at platforms 

Ira, station service 

Jenks. A. M , Sbeldahl, v. C. & N.-W., et al., platform 

Johnson. T. S., et al., Bonair, v. C. , M. & St. P., petition for . 

Kelly, George, W. P. of, v. C. &N.-W., inaccessibility of team track 

Kenwood Park, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for 

Kirkwood, Kerschner, E. A. of, establishment of 

Klemme, citizens of, v. B. , C. R. &N., petition for 

Kniffio. citizens of, v. C. . R. I. &P., petition for facilities 1891, 7Si; 

Krysher, Levi, Avon, v. C, B. & Q. and C, R. I. & P., for removal 

Latty, citizens of, v. B., C R. & N., for additional room at 

Ledyard, depot at, citizens V. B, C. R. & N. and C. & N.-W 

Le Grand, citizens of, V. C. & N.-W. , relocation of ... 

Le Mars, citizens of, v. 111. Cent. . et al , for more commodious 

Lemon, H. F., etal.. Elm Springs, v. C, M. & St. P., agent 

Lennon, H.. etal.. Elm Springs, v. C. , M. & St. P., facilities for freight 

Leyner, John, etal., Dallas county, v. C, R. I. &P., removal of Asbawa 

Lida. citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. C, petition for 

Lieser et al , Abbott, v. B. C. R. & N. and Central Iowa, joint 

Little Wall Lake, citizens of, v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for flag 

Luana. depot platform at, P. Bredow, Maxwell, v. C. , M. &St. P 

Lunt's Siding, petition for depot by citizens of Doon 

Lux, Peter, etal., Hopkinton, v. C, M.&St. P., at Lux Siding 

Malooe, J. D., et al., Santiago, v. C. St. P. & K. C, petition for 

Marengo, citizens of, v. C., R. I. & P., sanitary condition of 

McCusker, Edward, Loretto, v. C, St. P. & K. C, abandonment of Lida 

McFarlane, William, etal., Blencoe, v. S. C. & P., petition for 

McKinney, Mrs. J. C, Decorah, V. 111. Cent., care of 

McLaughlin, D. E., David, V. W. &S. W., petition for 

Melbourne, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. C, petition for 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagleyetal., v. C. G. W., joint station at crossing 

Meriden, citizens of, v. 111. Cent., for rebuilding of burned 

Miller, J. D., etal., Ida Grove, v. C. & N. W., petition for 1884, 49S; 

Miller, J T., Iowa Falls, v. B., C. R. & N 

Morning Sun, citizens of, v. Central Iowa and B., C. R. & N., for 1884, 588; 

Nashville, Miles Sinkey of, v. C. & N.-W., removal of agent 

New Hartford, citizensof, v. D. &S. C, for reopening, night 

Norelins, A., Klron, v. C & N.-W., location of station 

Norway, J. T. Springer of, v. C. & N.-W., lighting of depot and platform ...1898, 90: 

Oakley, citizensof, v. C, B. &Q., petition to reopen 

Oakville. citizensof, v. Iowa Cent., petition for additional 1891,797; 
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100 
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Station- Facilities, ^tc. -'Continued— 

O'Brien Bros., Valeria, v. C. St. P. &K. C, freight hou»e 

Oline Bros., Page Center, v. C, B. & Q., agenf 

Orillia, citizens ot, V. C. G. W., reopening 

Orillia, J. A. Garret of, v. C. G. W. , day agent 

Osborne, citizens of, v. C, M.&St. P., petition for 

Otho, citizens of, v. M. & St. L., petition for 

Petition for reopening .*. .. 

Otranto, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., for larger building 

Page Center, citizens of, v. C. , B. & Q., for agent 1892, 780; 

Paulger, J., etal.. New Hartford, v. 111. Cent., for night service 

Plover, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for 

Plumer, Wm. H., Logan, v. 111. Cent., location of 

Poorman, D. A., Des Moines, v. C B. & Q., lack of 

Pricbard, N.Warren, v. C, M. & St. P 

Rands, citizens of, v. D. M. N. & W. petition for 

Red Oak, citizens of, v. C. , B. & Q., relocation of freight bouse 

Reed, J. G., et al. Lime Springs, v. C, M. & St. P., night service 

Reynolds. J. J., etal., Blencoe, v. S. C. & P., petition for stock yards 

Richardson, G. W., Clear Lake, v. C. . M. & Si. P., at Ventura 

Richardson & Berard, Fairfax, v. C. & N.-W.. unsuitable condition of depot 

Ridgeway, citizens of, v. C, M.&St. P. , rebuilding of burned 

Riggs. W. K., Castalia, v. B., C. R. & N., petition to reopi n 

River Junction, citizersof, v. B., C. R. &N., telegraph operator 

Robbins, R. R., Herndon, v. C, M. & St. P., for freight house 

Root's Siding, citizen's of, V. B., C. K. & N., depot 

Roybar, F. . Valeria, v. C, St. P. & K. C, for platform 

Russell, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q , for night service 

Ruthven, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., for removal of 

Sandusky, citizens of, v. St. L., K. C & N. W., for rebuilding. 

Schell. John W., et al., Graham, v. B., C. R. & N. , shipping facilities 

Seevers, W. A., etal., Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, accommodations 

Sheldon, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., inadequate 

Shipley Bros., Herndon, v. C, M. & St. P., Insufficient approaches 

Showman, William, etal.. Showman, v. C. M. & St. P., for restoration of 

Slater, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W., petition for billing.... 

Snyder, A. B., et al., Spaulding, v. C, B. & Q., for reopening . 

Solomon, citizens of, v. O. & St. L., petition for 

Springer, C. H., Springer, V. 111. Cent., at Stacyville Jet 

Sumner, depot facilities furnished by C. G. W. R'y Co 1899, 115; 

Thornton, citizens of, v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for depot 

Todd, C. J. and J. T., Diagonal, v. St P. & K. C , facilitief 

Traer, Dennis, J. B., of, v. C. &N.-W., depot open for night trains 

Udell, citizens of. v . C . , R. I . & P . , establishment of 

Uliter, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P., petition for 

Van Saun, George B. , Cedar Falls, v. C. G. W. opening of 

Warner. W. F., Luana, v. C, M. & St. P., insufficient depot grounds 

Waterloo, condition of depot platform on B., C. R . & N . R'y 

Watts, Fremont, Goose Lake, v. C. & N.-W., shipping facilities 

Westfield, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 

Westfield, citizens of, v. C . M. & St. P , amended decision 

Williams, citizens of, v, 111. Cent., for night mail service ... 

Wilson, G. M , et al , Ira, v. C. G. W., insufficient 

Wilson, J. S., Hill's Siding, v. B., C. R. & N., petition for 1892, 735: i893. 

Wilson Junction, Rail, W. \. Perry, v. C. G. W., icsufficient accommodations at... 

Wisdom, F., Creston, v. C, B. & Q., etal., additional at Afton Junction 

Wright, A. G., etal.. Whiting, v. S. C. & P , for night service 

Ycung, James & Co., Sidney, v. C, B. &Q., negligence of agent 

Statistics, difficulty in obtaining . . i897> 4; 

Statutes Relating to Railways— see Laws. 

Stealing Live Stock in Transit— see Substitution of Live Stocky etc^ 

Steel Rails, introduction of, duty on, etc 1S80 
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Year Page 
Stcck. Capital— aee Capital Stock. 

•Stock Cattlb, Petition for Withdrawal of Ratbs on— see Rates. 

Stock Cattle, Reduced Rates for Round Trip Shipment of— aee Rates. 

Stock and Debt, per mile 1880 iS7 

Stockholders, Lists OF 1888650-657 

Stock Killed and Injured— see, also, Damages. 

Bailey, J. S., Searsboro, v. Cent. Iowa, at crossinflr, failure to whistle 1888 669 

Bantes. L., Weldon, v. K. & W., on crossing 1892 844 

Bates, L. P., Russell, v. W., St. L. &P. etal., failure to fence 1886 603 

Barkley, E. A.. Odebolt, V. C. &N.-W., by train 1895 165 

Beyers, Mrs. J. W., Hull, v. C, M. & St. P., on private crossing 1898 69 

Blanchard, John, Blencoe, v. S. C. & P., on crossing 1887 739 

Boatwright, D. J., Hastie, v. Wabash, bogs on account of defective fence 1892 86s 

Bruntsing. A. E. , Hull, ▼. C, M. &St. P., on open farm crossing 1898 52 

Butin, D. F.,Des Moines, v. C, M. & St. P., damages for 1888 68$ 

Campbell, F. R., Bismarck, v. C, M. & St. P.. calf 1898 69 

Condit, A. B., Paton, V. C, R. I. &P., atcattle guard 1888 828 

Cowry, Patrick, Paton, v. C, R. I. & P., near station 1888 746 

Decker, J. 1., East Peru. v. C, St. P.&K. C, by train 1890 866 

Dickman, John, Westgate, v. C, St. P. & K. C, at crossing 1889 104 

Dooler. W. L., Vail, v. C. & N.-W., defective fence 1898 657 

Earle, W. C. , Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., hogs in transit 1888 735 

Emery. H. A., Thayer, v. C, B. & Q 1895 240 

Ferguson, J. A., Paton, V. C, R. I. & P., cow 1889 1045 

Fowler. F. H., Cedar Rapids, v. B., C. R. & N. , failure to whistle and ring 1892 851 

Eraser. W. W., Bevington, v. C, R. I. & P., on depot grounds 1888743-744 

Fraser. J., Paullina, v. C. & N.-W 1895 170 

Frazier, Geo., Panora, v. D. M. N. & W., defective cattle guards 1897 no 

Gould, M., Van Wert, v. H. & S., struck by engine 1890 845 

Gruwcll, E, T., West Branch, v. B., C. R. & N., claim for 1889 1083 

Helmer. M. F., Mechanicsville, v. C. & N.-W., on right of way. 1884 522 

Harris, H. W., Perry, v. D. M. &Ft. D., R'd. on highway crossing 1883 694 

Harris, John, Oswalt, v. Iowa Northern, claim for on crossing 1892 826 

Hibbard, A. A. , Paullina, v. C. & N.-W., calf 1886. 586; 1894 237 

Hibbard, A. A., Paullina, v. C. & N.-W., hogs 1889, 1060; 1895 169 

Ives. Julius, Dickens, v. C, M. & St. P., damage for 1889 1025 

Leeper. J. W., Truro, v. D. M. & K. C, injured in cattle guard 1892 826 

Logan. Mrs. R. E., Rhodes, v. C, M. & St. P., on account of defective fence 1892 843 

Mackinnon, J. C, Gen. Mgr. C, F. M. & D. M., inquiry as to liability 1893 249 

March. C. H.,Grinnell, v. Cent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 1888 680 

Mayhew. N. P., Villisca, v. C, B. & Q. , in transit 1885 547 

McCahall, M., et al.. Conger, v. C, St. P. & K. C, claim for 1891 818 

McCracken, Mrs. E., Thornburg, v. B., C. R. &N., failure to fence 1892 866 

McCracken, Mrs. E. , Thornburg, v. B., C. R. & N., claim for 1893 218 

McWilliams, H., Denison, v. C. & N.-W., claim for 1890 914 

Peter, John, Paullina, v. C. & N.-W., claim for 1892 830 

Ray bourne, A., Woodward, v. D. M. & Northern, claim for 1891 778 

Remington Bros., Murray, v. C, B. &Q., on crossing 1898 67 

Richards, W.. Davis City, V. C, B. & Q., claim for 1892 831 

Roberts, .Anthony, Van Wert, v. K. & W., hog, on depot grounds 1888 714 

Rohtner, J., Paullina, v. C. & N.-W., claim for 1887 680 

Rudiabaugh, C. S. , Davis City, v. C, B. & Q., claim for 1892 823 

Shay, John, Maloy, v. C, St. P. & K. C, claim for 1893 230 

Smith, J. J., West Branch, v. B., C. R. & N., cow 1898 68 

Stout, J. C, Thayer, v. C, B. &Q 1895 208 

Tallman, J. A., Paton, v. C. , R. I. & P., on station grounds 1889 1068 

Tasker Bros., Onslow, V. C. & N.-W 1885 546 

Waggoner, Henry, Odebolt, v. C. & N.-W 1894 306 

Week, C. F., Clermont, v. B., C. R. & N., damages for 1886 510 

White, S. j., Plymouth, v. C. ,M. &St. P., account of defective fence 1892 848 

Wilson, E. C, Van Wert, v. H. & S., injured on bridge 1888 682 

Stock in Transit, Damage to— sec Damages. 
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Stock Watering. Hepburn Committee Report 1880 178 

Stock Watering— see Watering Stock.' 

Stock Yards— 

Calloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, v.C, R. I. &P., discrimination in privilesres 189s 253 

Cedar Valley, citizens of, v. B., C. R. &N. , petition for. 1900 129 

Conger, B. F., Woodward, v. C, M. &St. P., discrimination in privileges 1894 345 

Conover, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., lack of water at 1895 135 

Coon Rapids, citizens of, v. C, M. &St.P., condition of 1898 53 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Cent. , condition of 1899 99 

Marcus, city of, V. 111. Cent. , removal of 1897 123 

McCullough & Fudge, Marne v. C, R. I. & P., lack of water in 1897 132 

Meehan, P. F., and William Drew, Clayton, v. C, B. & Q., petition for 1894 291 

Onan, J.C. , Lohrville, v.C. M. &St. P. , discrimination in use of 1900 175 

Reynolds, J. J. et al., Blencoe, v. S. C. & P., petition for 1888 711 

Ridgeway. citizens of, -*. C, M. & St. P., lack of water, etc 1898 7s 

Shannon City, Ewing, J.K. , of, v. C. G. W., condition of stock yards 1896 51 

Vincent, J. F. , prop, union stock yards, Des Moines, v. C. , R. I. & P., refusal to 

deliver cars — 1896 105 

Stone Shipments, regulations concerning 1892 860 

Stopping Fast Trains at Small Stations— see Train Service. 

Stopping the running of trains, power of the commissioners in, when road is declared 

unsafe 1892 766 

Stop-over Checks and Privileges— see, also. Passenger Fare 1892 861 

Stopping Trains AT Platforms 1889 987 

Beck. W. J. R., Ft. Madison, v. St. L., K. & N. W. , stopping caboose at platform... 1897 89 

McGuire, £. H., Marengo, V. C, R> I- & P.. refusal to 1890 907 

Selma, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., caboose, liability of carriers 1891 776 

Stopping Trains at Railroad Crossings— see Crossing Stops. 

Storage, Use of Cars for Warehouse Purposes— seeZ^^MMrra^/. 

Storage, Charges for— see Baggage. 

Street Crossing. Blockading of with Trains— see Obstructing of Streets. 

Street Crossings, Establishment of— see Crossings, Highway. 

Strikes— 

Employment of incompetent engineers on C, B. &Q 1887 787 

Discussion and effect of 1888, 44; 1889 33 

•Delay of freight on account of— see Delay in Transit. 

Substitution— 

Wilson, A. R., Traer, v. C. &N.-W.. of light for heavy steer 1888 723 

Sunday Trains— 

Discussed, recommendations concerning, etc 1883, 81: 1884, 42; i88s, 96: 1886 59 

Supreme Court Opinion— 

Algona Y case, defining discretion of commissioners in ordering *'Y" 1892 896 

Carpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. C, M. &St. P., what constitutes state commerce 1892 901 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, under farm crossing 1892 889 

Ft. Dodge v. C. , R. I. & P. et al., rebuilding of Tara track 1892 879 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, under farm crossing case 1892 893 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, asking for site for coal house 1892 903 

Supreme Court, decision of in reference to orders of railroad commissioners discussed.. 189a 21-39 

Decisions of in Granger cases 1878 55 

Switch Track -see Spur Track. 

Switch, definition of, what constitutes 1890, 901, 922; 1891, 792; 1892, 768; 1894 3i° 

S w ITCH BS, Interloc k I NG — See Interlocking Switches . 

Switching— 

Charges for 1895 217 

Legislation recommended 1889,38:1891 43 

Less rate for greater number of cars switched x888 667 

Regulations of commissioners concerning 1891 86a 

Schedule for, in Dubuque case established 1887, 749; 1S89, 1034-1036 

Complaints Concerning— 

Advance Thresher Co., v. C. & N.-W., refusal 1891 76ft 

Aultman, C. & Co., Cedar Rapids, v. C. & N.-W., refusal and discrimination ...^ 1893 206 

Bannister Bros. , Clinton, v. C, M. &St. P., refusal, car of wheat 1891 77S 
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BigelowBros., New Hampton, ▼. C. G. W., refusal 1894 281 

Cathcart & Woodruff , Correction Tflle, v. 111. Central et al 1894, 350; 1898 8t 

C, Ft. M. &D. M. R'yCo. ▼. St. L., K. & N. W. R'y Co., exorbitant 1894 356. 

Collins Oil Tank Line, Cedar Rapids, ▼. C, M. &St. P., refusal 1900 120 

Conant, Homer, Sheldon, v. Illinois Central et al. , refusal 1894 339 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh v. Crooked Creek 1898 i6> 

Rehearing 1900 13 

Council Bluffs Water Works Co. V. C. &N.-W., excessive 1888 667 

CunninRham, T. A., Clare, v. C, R. I. & P. et al., excessive iSoo 880 

Cunningham, T. A., Clare, v. C, B. &Q. andC. , R. I. &P. , rehearing 1891 800 

Day & Sons, Minneapolis, v. Illinois Central, unreasonable charges for 1886 490 

Deaf Institute, Council Bluffs, v. C, R.I. &P., excessive 1891 792 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Co. v. C. , M. & St. P., refusal to 1897 152 

Des Moines Northern & Western R'y Co. v. C. & N.-W 1895 229 

Des Moines Oil Tank Line Co. v. C. & N.-W., refusal, tank cars 1888 827 

Des Moines Street R. R. Co. v. C. & N.-W., exorbitant charges, rate fixed 1892 790 

Dubuque Board of Trade v. Illinois Central et al. , refusal to 1887 743. 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 749 

Dubuque, fuel oil switching case ^. 1889 1032 

Farmington Coal and Mining Co. v. C. , R. I. & P., charges 1894 308 

Firmenich Mfg. Co., Marshalltown, v. Iowa Cent, and C. &N.-W. , refusal 1890 868- 

Gould, E. E. , Goldfield, v. B. , C. R. & N. , failure ... i88a SS9 

Ham bleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C, R. I. &P., discrimination 1894 353 

Hampton Milling Co., Hampton, v. Iowa Central, refusal 1890 867 

Heath, H. R. & Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. III. Cent. .discrimination 1894 164 

Heath, H. R. & Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., at Sheldon 1897 60- 

Heaton Fuel Co. , Council Bluffs, v. C. &N.-W., excessive charges 1888 667 

Jones county, supervisors of. V . C &N.-W 1888 67s 

Keokuk &W. R. R. Co. v. St. L., K. & N. W. etal., exorbitant charges 1889 994 

K. & W. R. R. Co. V. C, R. I. &P., refusalat Bevington 1899 76. 

Lane, H. D. & Co., Tama, v. C, M. & St. P., exorbitant rate 1893 854 

Little, E. J., Lima, Ohio, v. C, M. &St. P. , refusal, cars of oil at Dubuque 1889 1032, 1036 

Lyons Paper Mill Co. v. C. & N.-W., excessive rates on coal \ 1892 865 

Maiden, T. E., Manson, v. 111. Cent., exorbitant charges 1881 131 

Miller. A. H., Melbourne, v. C, M. & St. P. , refusal to 1893 216 

Niver Iron Works, Muscatine, v. B., C. R. & N 1899 82 

Norwegian Plow Co. , Dubuque, V. 111. Cent., refusal to 1889 1037 

Oskaloosa Water Co., Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, excessive rates for 1886 590 

Ottumwa Iron Works v. C, R. I. & P. , excessive charges on coal 1891 757 

Randall & Dickey, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W. , refusal cars of implements 1892 837 

Scott, B. P., Goldfaeld, v. B., C. R. & N., refusal 1898 5^ 

Southside Ice Co., Centerville, inquiry concerning 1898 51 

Sweezy & Borman, Newell, v. 111. Cent., excessive rates 1883 539- 

Talbott, D. H., Sioux City, v. C. , M. & St. P., etal., excessive charges 1890 884 

Thompson, Watson, Clinton, V. C. &N.-W., refusal to 1888 668 

Townsend, E., Cedar Falls, v. 111. Cent. , overcharge 1881 142 

Townsend, J. W., Keokuk, V. C, R. I. & P., discrimination in 1894 3^3 

Vincent, J. F., Des Moines, v. C. , R. I. & P., cars to Union stockyards 1896 105 

Western White Bronze Co., Des Moines, V. C, R. I. & P., refusal 1895 192 

Wisconsin, Iowa & Nebraska R'y Co. v. C. &N.-W. , refusal to 1884 S3o 

Wisconsin. Iowa & Nebraska v. Iowa Northern, refusal to, and forward 1886 559 

Wolff, P. A., Cedar Rapids, v. C. &N.-W. , refusal to 1893 254 

Wylie, J. S., Davenport, v. C, M. & St. P.. excessive charges 1890 901, 920 

TAKING UP TK\C}!i—%et Abandonment of Road. 
Tariffs— 

Posting of, legislation recommended 1889 42 

Ruling of board, concerning posting of 1889 109^ 

Tariff, Granger— see Granger Tariff. 
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Year Page 
Taxes, Taxation and Tax Aid— 

Discussion of law concerning^ 18S4 8a 

In aid of railroads, discussed 1884 82 

In aid of railroads to secure stations— see Stations. 

Rich, Geo. L., Fort Dodge, v. Ft. Dodge & Ft. Ridgeley and M. & St. L. R'ys 1883 590 

Returns to be made to railroad commissioners 1878 53 

Taxation of railroad property 1878 69 

Taxation of railroads discussed 1886 14 

Terminal Charges— 

Huse, S. E., Coon Rapids, v. C, M. & St. P. , excessive on short haul of coal 1887 722 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 723 

Petition for establishment of at I cent per hundred 1889 1024 

Territory, Division of. Between Roads— see Miscellaneous: also, Rates. 

Through Billing— 
Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C R. & N., et al. , West Liberty 1889 1022, 1087 

Through Rates, Percentaob of, allowed to local lines 1893 * 33 

Through Trj\in Service— see Train Service. 

Tickets— 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. C. R. I. & P., in honoring round-trip tickets 1890 939 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v. C. & N.-W., refund paiH for but not issued 1893 216 

Byram, M. W., Fremont, v. Iowa Cent., discrimination in sale of round-trip, 1891 727 

Discrimination in sale of— see Discrimination. 

Grissell, A. H., Menlo, v. C, R 1. & P., regulations concerning, limited 1890 936 

Tile Rate— see Rates. 

Time for Loading and Unloading Cars— see Demurrage. 

Toll Bridge, Absorption of— see Bridge Toll. 

Tonnage— 

Earnings, on state and interstate, decrease in for 1894, compared with 1893 1894 21s 

East and west compared 1878 64 

From point to point in Iowa as compared with total Iowa tonnage 1893 15-20 

Failure of companies to report commodity 1878 61 

Failure to separate for different states 1878 62 

In carloads and less than carloads, comparative amount in car 1893 33 

In Iowa, increase of '. 1890, 26; 1891 4 

In Iowa, has reached its maximum 1883 32 

Local freight, percentage of in Iowa 1884 31 

Percentage of 1885 23 

Tool Chests, Mechanics', Transportation of as Baggage— see Baggage 

Topographical— Discussion of elevation ot railroads 1879 59-63 

Tracks, Spur, Compulsory Operation of— see Spur Tracks. 

Track, Taking Up— see Abandonment of Road. 

Track Scales— 

Calloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, v. C, R. I. & P 1895 233 

For weighing grain and live stock 1895 xxxvii 

Denette, J. H., Randolph, v. T. & N., imperfect condition of 1900 210 

Sanders, W. B., Rolfe, v. C. & N.-W., conditions necessary for securing 1892 851 

Traffic Pooling— see Pooling. 

Trains Blocking Streets— see Obstructing Streets . 

Train Connection- see Train Service. 

Trains Carrying Passengers to be Stopped at Platform— see, also, Stopping 
Traifis at Platforms. 

Tkaiss, Speed OF— see Speed of Trains 1889987, 1087 

Traiv Service — see, also. Stopping Trains at Platforms . 

Carriers required to furnish adequate and reasonable facilities 1891 810 

Obligation to furnish first-class service in consideration of aid received 1889 1007 

Restoration of on branch lines - 1889 10 

Should be so arranged as to carry passengers to principal towns in forenoons and return 

in the afternoon 1891 766,810 

Decision of U. S. supreme court with reference to right of state to interfere with the 

running of through trains 1900 369 

Discussion of through passenger and freight service 1898 6 

Discussion of stopping fast trains at small stations 1899 6 
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Train Service— Complaints Concerning— 

Afton, citizens of, v. C. G. W., insufficient mail service at Talmage 

Albia, citizens of, v . Central Iowa, insufficient num ber of trains 

Alden, F. E., Furry, v. Illinois Cent., stopping fast train 

Alien, J. F., Vinton, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for additional 

Aplington, citizens of, v. Illinois Central, re-establishment of night service, etc 

1893, 219; 1896, 88; 

Atalissa, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., stopping through trains 

Aurora, citizens of by H. J. Griswold, Winthrop, v. C. G. W. , better mail 

Aurora, citizens of, v. C. G. W 

Bayless, F. D., Ellcader, v. C, M. & St. P.. insufficient 

Beck, W. J. R.. Ft. Madifon, v. St. L., K. & N. W.. insufficient 

Cascade, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., inadequate freight train service 

Chillicothe, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q.. stopping through train 

Coin, W. E., Adair, of, v. O. & St. L., stopping fast train 

Cone, citizens of, v. B.. C. K. & N., stopping additional trains 

Conger, Jas., Des Moines, v. C, M. & St. P., insufficient 

Corning, citizens of, v . C . , B . & Q . . stopping trains 1891, 788; 

Cozier, B. F. \V., Indianola, v. C. & N -W. etal., connection at Sheldahl 

Curoming. citizens of, v. C. G. VV., additional train service 

Dashiell, M. A. etal., Indianola, v. C, R. I. & P 

Davis, W. J., Harlan, v. C, R. I. & P., withdrawal of, on branch lines 

Defiance, citizens of, etal., v. C, M, & St. P., additional tram 

De Busk, M . R. , Wiota, mail service 

De Soto. Earlham, Dexter, citizens of, v. C. R. I. & P., additional 

Denison, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W., petition to stop fast train 

Dunsmore, N., Rockwell, v. Central Iowa, failure to stop at stations, etc 

Earlham, citizens of, v. C, R. I &P., petition to stop additional trains 

Elkader, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., on branch line 

Falkenhamer, Geo., Vinton, v. B., C. R. &N 

Forbes, Frank, Osage, v. C , M. & St. P. etal., train connections 

Green Bros, et al., East Peru, v. C. G. W., insufficient freight 

Greenfield, Orient, Bridgewater, Fontanelle, and Massena. citizens of, v. C, B. &Q. , 

additional train service for branch line 

Hancock, J. T. & Sons, Dubuque, v. C. G. W. , passenger 

Hardy, Becker & Cheever of, v. B., C R. & N 

Hosper, citizens of, v. C, St. P., M. & O., petition for night train service 

Hoyt. 0. N., Green Mountain, v. C. G. W., stopping train on signal 

Hummer, George, Mercantile Co., Iowa City, v. C , R I. & P , insufficient 

Jenison, E. M., Ottumwa, v. Wabash et al. , between Ottumwa and Des Moines 

Jones, C. D., Independence, v. C, R. I. & P. and 111. Cent., insufficient 

Keosauqua, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for 

Kirkpatrick, J. W., Wyoming, v. C. Ik N. W., carrying passengers on freight trains.. 

Knowles, W. F , James, v, C, St. P., M, & O., petition for local 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. Ill Cent., et al.,'Le Mars to Sioux City 

Latty, citizens of, v. B., C. R. & N. , passenger train 

Leimkuehler, Frank, Moscow, v. C., R. I. & P., additional trains 

Marble Rock, F. £. Gates, mayor of, v. B. , C. R. & N., stopping train at small 

station ^ 

Masonville, J. W.Turley of, v. 111. Cent., stopping through train 

McCaulsburg, John P. Sunde et al., of, v. Iowa Central, branch line train service 

McDougall, D.J. etal., Arcadia, v. C. & N.-W., insufficient 

Milo. Lacona, Ackworth, Chariton, v. C , B. & Q 

Mt. Ayr and citizens of Ringgold county, v. C. B. &Q., inadequate 

Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Dey 

Mt. Ayr, citizens of , v. C, B. &Q., letter from attorney-general concerning 

Murphy, D. D., Elkader, v. C, M. & St. P.. improved 

Numaand Centerville, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., additional 

Oak Grove, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, refusal to stop trains 

Ollnger, William, Thayer, v. C, B. & Q., additional 

Panama and Persia et al., citizens of, v C, .M. & St. P., additional 

Persia, citizens of, et al.,*v. C, M. &St, P., additional 

30 
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38 

76 
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79 

85 
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S59 
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94 

91 

733 
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97 

66 

684 

119 

763 
171 

HI 

45 
116 

316 
180 
301 
875 
151 
138 
S72 
688 
217 

96 

Ab 

49 

S17 

164 

1 004 

1008 

242 

864 

761 

182 

265 

783 

7H 



466 INDEX. 

Year Page 
Train Service— Complaints Concerning— CowZ/Mwr^— 

Pleasanton, citizens of. V. D. M. & K. C, additional 1893 i39 

Printy, H. C, Center Point, V. B., C. R. &N., additional 1S92 742 

Reynard, Josephs . et al., Creston, v. C, St. P. & K. C. and C, B. & Q., additional 

at Afton J unction 1892, 779; 1893 136 

Ruchte, A., Dubuque, v. C , M. & St. P.. on Volga branch 1S98 20 

Rudd, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P., stopping fast train, 1894, 177; rehearing 1895 iis 

Sandusicy, citizens of , v. St. L. , K. & N. W., ^stopping fast train 1894 366 

Santiago and Berwick, citizens of, v. C., St. P. & K. C, additional 1892 787 

Scott, J. H., Mediapolis, v. B. & N. W., train to carry passengers 1892 849 

Seamans, H. W., Clinton, v. B , C. K. &N., Insufficient 1890 94S 

Shannon City, J. K. Ewingf et al. of, V. C. G. W., stopping fast train 1896 So 

Sloan, citizens of , v . S. C . & P. , additional 1S89 1072 

Train .Shr vice— Complaints ConcEKSiVG—Confinuet/- 

Snoke, D. H, et al., Durant, V. C, R. I. & P., insufficient 1896 146 

Strahn, citizens of, v . O. & St. L. , stopping fast train at 1899 78 

Talmace. citizens of, V. C. G. W., insufficient mail serrice 1896 36 

Tiffin and 16 other cities and towns on C. . R. I . & P. , additional 1891 803 

Turkey River Branch C, M. & St. P 1898 20 

Vinton, Cunningham. T. C. et al. of, v. B., C. R. & N.. request for through freight 

service 1900 211 

Volga Branch C, M. &St. P 1898. 20; 1900 106 

Waterloo, train connection at 1899 75 

Waukon, citizens of. V. C, M. & St. P., additional 1892 732 

Wehde, D. C. Berwick, V. C. G. W., stopping certain train 1896 130 

Wcihle, Wm. E.. V. C. M. & St. P., from McGregor iS8s SoS 

Westgate, R. R . , Robinson of, v. C . G . W. , stopping fast train 1896 22 

West Union, citizens of, et al.. v. C, M. &St. P., on Volga Branch 1900 106 

White, George F., Low Moor, \. C. & N.-W. , additional 1889 1087 

Whiting, city of, v. S. C. & P., stopping fast train 1896 43 

Whitmore. Frank, Osceola, v. C, B. &Q., insufficient passenger 1887 708 

Whitney, W. C. Whiting, v. S. C. & P.. stopping trains 1896 So 

Wilson, F. M., Templeton. v. C, M. & St. P., stopping of "flyer" 1893, 243; 1894 i79 

Yorkshire, citizens of, etal., V. C, M. & St. P., additional 1892 783 

Tramps 1878 45 

Transfer and Transfer Facilities, Charges, Etc.— see, also. Id'yes. 

Baggage, passenger or freight, discussion of law concerning 1884 78-79 

Fogg, J. Leland, Cedar Rapids, v. C, M. & St. P. et al., charges 1892 846 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. C. ,M. &St. P., at Doonan Junction 1887 70S 

Harris & Cole Bros., Cedar Falls, v. C. & N.-W., 111. Cent., C, B. & Q., C. . St. P. 

& K. C. and H. & S., petition for transfer for less than carload freight in O'Brien 

county, near Afton. and in Ringgold county 1889 998 

Kendig, A. J., Shannon City, v. W.-F. ik Co's Express, refusal to transfer at Afton 

Junction 1900 165 

Lieser. 1. M., Abbott, v.B., C.R. &N., failure to .furnish 1880 136 

Louden Machinery company, Fairfield, v. C. , B. & Q. and C. G. W., at Afton 1893 167 

Miller, JayD., Ida Grove, v. C, M. & St. P. etal., petition for at crossing 1887 7S5 

Nelson, Oley etal., v. C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. P.. at Sheldahl 1883 6X6 

Reynard, J. S., Creston, v. C, B. & Q. and C. G. W. at Afton Junction 1893 136 

Rodifer, J. W. , Council Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W., protest against requiring transfer of 

coal at Junction ' 1879 39 

Waldo & Thornley, Woodward, V. C, R. I. & P. et al., at Junction 1897 122 

Transportatom Facilities for Coal— see, also, Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Transporting Freight— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight, 

Transportation Free for Commssioners and Secretary, see, also, Latvs. 1S78 33 

Traveling Men's Sample Cases— see, Baggage . 

Tresfassingon Track, D.\ngbr of 1891 841 

Tucker, Horace, G F. A. 111. Ceot., on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1886 621 

UNDER CROSSING-see Crossing. 
Uniformity of Railro.\d .Accounts— see Accounts. 

Uniform Classification, discussed #. 1887 4 
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Year Page 
Union Depots— see, also, StaiioHs and Joint Stations. 

At junction points, discussed and recommended . . 1884, 42, 78, 82 

Discussion of, by L. S. Coffin ..1883 89 

Liabilities of companies usioflr same 1884 82 

Legislation recommended 1889, 40; 1891 44 

Complaints Consernig— 

.\dams county, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. C, etal , petition, near .\fton 1888 747 

Council Bluffs, city of, v. all entering railways, petition for 1892 809 

Council Bluffs, citizens of, various lines, petition for 1886 57* 

Des Moines, unsafe condition of 1898 11 

Harrison Twp. , Mahaska Co., citizens of, v. B. & W. and C. & N.-W., petition 1887 764 

Keokuk, city of, v. C, R. I. & P.. etal, petition for 1886 612 

DissentinflT opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1886 617 

Ledyardv. B., C. R. &N. andC. &N -W 1898 38 

Malvf rn, croising of C, B. & Q. and O. & St. L 1900 134 

Morning Sun, citizens, v. B., C. R. & N.*, etal.. petition for 1888 726 

Ottumwa case 1887 699 

Wheatland case . 1887 756 

Unit OF Rates, the car load— see. also. Car Load Kates 1S80 182 

Unjust Discrimination— see Discrimination. 

Unsafe Condition of Bridgk— see Bridges , Unsafe Condition of. 

Unsafe Condition of Road— 

Barnes. A. R., Albia.v. Albia & Cent 

Bristow, citizens of, v. C. G. W. . of Sumner & Hampton branch 

Cochran, M., Oasis, t. B. , C. R. ft N 

Edwards, N. W., Moulton, v. St. L. , K. C. & N 

Employes, committee of, v. O. & St. L 

Hotchkiss, A. C, Adel, v. D M. &N W 

Kasson, L. J. , Des Moines, Iowa Cent 1886 

Sumner & Hampton branch on C. G. W 

VALUE- 
.Actual present cash, of road and equipment, letters concerning \. 1887 131- 147 

Letter of W. G. Purdy, vice-president C. R. L & P. R'y Co. , and discussion 188841,44-45 

Present cash, of railroad property 1888 661 

Of railroads as compared with other property 1878 66 

Viaducts— 
City council, by laws of Iowa, given full contol and jurisdiction over the streets, alleys, 

and public grounds of the city 1893 iS* 

Commissioners have no authority to order where no streets exists 1892 777 

Condition of in various cities 1894 150 

Expense not a factor in protecting life at cros.sings 1886 s^ 

Jurisdiction of commissioners over, appellate of supervisory in its nature 1893 152 

Objections of abutting property owners relatively unimportant as bearing upon the 

public safety and convenience 1893 133 

Plans for construction must provide for closing street over railroad 1894 156 

Rights of public to viaduct, expense not to be considered 1886 566 

Complaints Concerning— 

Cedar Rapids, city of, v. B. , C. R. & N. , et al. , petition for across Avenue A 1888 742 

Cedar Rapids, city of, v. various railways, petition for 1891 801 

Davenport. Charles Francis, engineer, v. C. M. &St. P. , petition for.. 1894 304 

Davenport, city of, v. C, M. & St. P 1899 71 

Des Moines, Iowa, in matter of, on Ninth street 1888. 73s; 1894 143 

Des Moines, in matter of, on Seventh street 1888 736 

Des Moines, plans for, on Seventh street, approved 1889 1079 

Des Moines, city of, v. various railways, petition for, on Ninth street . . . : 1893 149 

Fort Dodge, city of, v. C, R. I. & P. .and M.&St. L., petition tor 1892, 802: 1900 67 

McGregor, city of, v. C. , M. & St. P.. over crossing on highway :.. 1889 1009 

Neola, citizensof, v. C, R. I. & P.. and C. . M. & St. P., petition for 1892 805 

Oelwein, city of, V. C. G. W., condition of 1899 81 

Oskaloosa, city of, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for 1892 768 
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1892 


764 


I88I 


134 
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64 


1892 


753 


1892 


848 


1886 


553 


1892 
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Vear Pa^e 
Complaints CoNCV,KfiWG—Coniinued— 

Otkaloosa, city of, v. Iowa Central R'y. , petition for 1900 138 

Walnat, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for overhead crossing 1889 979 

Violation of Contkact— see Contract. 

WAREHOUSE SiTBS— see Sites. 

Warbhousbs, Public, should be established 1895 xxx\ 

Warbhousb, Usb of Cars for— see Demurrage. 

Warming Cars— Discussion of 1887,56; 1890, 6: 1898 4 

Wars, Rate— see Rate Vi'^rs. 

Water, Overflow, Drainage, Back Water, Etc. -see Overflow, Drainage, 

Water Routes for east-bound freigrbts, effects on rates 1879 70 

Watered Stock— see, also, Capitali:.atiomxiA Stock Watering. 

Discussion of 1881, 83; 1883. 31; 1886, 5S; 1887 51-S* 

Earnings of, 1874 to 1888 * 1891 36, 37 

Increase of, by C, R. I. & P 1880 178 

Increase of, by C, B. & (J 1880 17S 

Legislative control in issuance of 1880 179 

Waterway, Obstruction of— see Obstnution and tn-erjiow. 

Watt, James, letter of, on maintenance of carload rates 1885 47 

Wbighinc; Association, Western, rules to govern shipments 189s 218 

Weights, Estimated— see A/miwiww Weights. 

Whistling at Highway Crossings— ztt Stock Kitled. Crossing, High-way . 

Wholesale and Retail Ratbs— see, also. Carload Rates ...• 1880 1^2 

Wholesale Houses, Number in Iowa— see y^^^^rr. 

WiCKF.R. H. C. traffic manager C. & N. -W. , on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1886 621 

YTKACKS- 

Discusslon and legislation recommended 1889 40 

Laws concerning, imperative and compulsory 1882, 429; 1887 754 

Legislation recommended 1891 44 

Will not be ordered unless required for commercial reasons 1893 t?^ 

Complaints Concerning— 

Adams county, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q., petition for, near A f ton 1888 747 

Algona, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 18891056-1058 

Algona, citizens of, v. C. &N.-W. etal., petition for 1890. 843; 1900 156 

Atwood. What Cheer Stove Co. v. C, R. I. & P. et al., petition for 1897 139 

Bevington, D. M. & K. C. v. C, R. I. & P 1897 20 

Billings, E.. Ogden, v. M. &St. L. and C. &N.-W. , at Ogden 1882 556 

Brown, M. C. et al., Waterloo. V. C. G. W. etal ,.. 1897 30 

Budd, H. J.,Knoxville. C. & N.-W. andC, B & Q., transfer track 1884 580 

Burt, C. J.. Dubuque, V. C, M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W., at Clinton 1882 539 

Carnlorth, WhatChcerStovcCo., v. C, R. I. &P. et al *. 1897 139 

Central Iowa Coal Co., Des Moines, v. D. M. & Ft. D. et al., petition for 1884 .514 

Cox & Kirker, Deep River, v. C, R. I. & P. and C. & N.-W. , at crossing 1884 Vii 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. C. andH. &S., petition for 1889 1083 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. etal., at Donnan Junction 1887 705 

Geddings, C. S., Kelley, v. C. & N.-W., refusal to transfer cars at Sheldahl 1886 530 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfield, V. C. &.-W 1882 4» 

Henry, W. G., etal.. Emmetsburg, v. B. , C. R. & N. and C, M. &St. P 1882 5*8 

Lawrence, C. S , Manning, v. C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. P 1885 566 

Lehigh. Samuel McClure, v. M. C. & Ft. D. etal 1897 36 

Leiser, I. M. , Abbott, v. B., C. R. & N., petition for 1880 136 

Leiser, et al., Abbott, v.B.,C. K.&N. and Central Iowa, for establishment of 1882 438 

Lohrville, Patten, M. T. of, v. C. & N.-W., application for 1896, 25; 1897 i9 

McCoy. H. C. Algona, v. C, M. & St. P. and C.& N.-W., at crossing 1885 548 

Miller, J. D., Ida (irove. v. C, M. & St. P. etal , petition for 1887 755 

Ossian. citizens of. v. B., C. K. & N. andC, M. &St. P., petition for 1892 75« 

Richardson, G. H., Belmond, v. Central Iowa and B., C. R. & N., at crossing 1884 579 

Robinson, C. W., Dubuque, v. C. & N.-W. and III. Cent., at Webster City 1882 539 

Rock Rapids, citi/eiis of, v. III. Cent. etal.. for transfer track 1892 782 



INDEX. 469 

Year Page 
Complaints CoNCBRNiNO—Con/m»tf</— 

Seymoar, citizeos of, v. C, M. & St. P. et al., for transfer track 1893 738 

Sbadnon City, citizens of, v. C. G. W 1896 33 

Smith, R. H., Holstein, ▼. C. &N -W. etal.. atCorrectlonfille 1888 683 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizens of, V C. & N.-W. et al 1887 754 

Sutherland and Paullina. citizens of, v. C. & N .-W . et al . , order for 1888 745 

Waterloo, The Fowler Co. of, et al., V C G. W. et al., petition for 1900 80 

Young Mbn's Christian Association Secrbtaribs, reduced rates for 1892 8S4 



31 
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